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A NEW AND ENLARGED EDITION OF THE MOST POPULAR LAW BOOK EVER PUBLISHED, 


«It is a whole Library of the Rules of Evidence upon every Question likely to arise upon a Trial.” 
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By AUSTIN ABBOTT, LL.D. S 

Murr 


~SEGOND AND RBVISED EDITION— 
By JOHN J. CRAWFORD, of the New York Bar. 
In this work Mr. Abbott gives the most useful, convenient, and trustworthy Rules as to the Mode of Proof of each material fact, ip 


all the Great Classes of Actions and Defences; and illustrates and supports these rules by a selection of authorities drawn from the de. 
cisions of the American and English Courts, and from the works of the best text writers. 


The work has been brought to date by a thorough revision in connection with the statutory changes and n umerous 
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A bill to legalize marriage with a deceased wife's sis- 
ter has been read a first time in the House ot Keys, Isle 
of Man. 
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* * * 


Because the applicant, an Englishman, thought a bet- 
ter government than ours could possibly be established, 
he was recently refused naturalization papers by a Cali- 
fornia judge. IY Fag 

During the reign of Henry VIII. there were 72,000 
persons who suffered the death penalty for crimes. Of 
these some were hanged, some were beheaded, some were 
burned to death, while some were boiled. 

x * 

Through the courtesy of Clark Bell, Esq., editor of the 
Medico-Legal Journal, we are enabled to publish in this 
issue a portrait of the justices composing the present Su- 
preme Court of Rhode Island. This is from advance 
sheets of the “Supreme Court of the States and 
Provinces of North America.” 

* * * 

Joseph C. Lyons, a Dublin clubman and a noted 
huntsman, has been restrained by injunction, granted by 
the Vice Chancellor of Ireland, from going to the Boer 
war. His life is insured for $50,000 for the benefit of 
his creditors, and the policy would lapse if he went to 
the war. He informed his creditors that unless “they ad- 
vanced him $2,500 he would enlist in the yeomanry.” 

* 

An old deed of Baltimore property executed in 1799, 
conveying some five lots of land from one Joshua Steven- 
son to Richard Gittings, thus describes each parcel “My 
Sweet Girl, My Friend and Pitcher,” 62 acres; “Here 
Is Life Without Care and Love Without Fear,” 41} 
acres; “The Unexpected Discovery,” 262 acres; “Hug 
Me Snug,” 153 acres, and “Stevenson’s Cow Pastures, 
With Little I Am Content,” 22 acres. 

“Ke Sz. 

A peculiar question recently arose in Utah. The lan- 
guage of the constitution of that State (Art. 1, §12) is 
that a person accused of crime shall have the right “to be 
confronted by the witnesses against him.” In State v. 
Mannion (Utah Sup. Ct.) 57 Pac. 542, 45 L. R. A. 638, 
itis held reversible error under this section, for the Court 
to place the accused and the witness in such relative po- 
sitions in the courtroom that the accused cannot see the 
face of the witness testifying, and this, although the wit- 
hess is a child of tender years, called against her father, 
and is allowed to turn her back toward the accused be- 
cause she expresses fear of him. 








At the trial of the Duchess of Kingston for bigamy, 
Lord Bathurst, the Lord Chancellor, thus gravely ad- 
dressed the Duchess: “Madam, the Lords have considered 
the charge, and evidence brought, and have likewise con- 
sidered everything which you have alleged in your de- 
fense; and upon the whole matter their Lordships have 
found you not guilty of the felony wherewith you stand 
charged, but, on dismissing you, their Lordships earnest- 
ly exhort you not to commit the same crime a second 
time.” 
o a. 4 
Mr. John H. Wigmore, of the Northwestern Uni- 
versity law School, has compiled a list of legal novels 
which is published in Vol. IJ., No. 2 of the Brief. The 
author roughly divides the works in question into four 
classes. (A) Novels in which some trial scene is de- 
scribed—perhaps including a skilful cross-examination ; 
(13) Those in which the typical traits of a lawyer, or the 
ways of professional life, are portrayed; (C) Those in 
which the methods of law in the detection, pursuit, and 
punishment of crime are delineated; and (D) Those in 
which some point of law affecting the rights or the con- 
duct of the personages enters into the plot. The follow- 
ing is the list: Ainsworth, Harrison: Jack Sheppard (C), 
Star Chamber (C, D). Aldrich, Thomas Bailey: Still- 
water Tragedy (C). Allen, Grant: Miss Cayley’s Ad- 
ventures (A, D). de Balzac, Honoré: César Birotteau 
(D), Cousin Pons (B, D), Pére Goriot (D), Two 
Brothers (D). Becke, Louis, and Jeffery, Walter: First 
Fieet Family (C). Besant, Walter, and Rice, James: 
Chaplain of the Fleet [Prison] (C, D). Blackmore, R. 
D.: Lorna Doone (A). Boldrewood, Rolf: Robbery 
Under Arms (C). Bulwer-Lytton, Edward: Eugene 
Aram (A, C), Night and Morning (D), Paul Clifford 
(A, C). Clarke, Marcus: His Natural Life (C). Cock- 
ton, Henry: Valentine Vox the Ventriloquist (B, D). 
Collins, Wilkie: Armadale (B, C), Law and the Lady 
(A, D), Man and Wife (D), Moonstone (C), Woman in 
White (D). Cooper, James Fenimore: Bravo (C), 
Headsman (A), Monikins (A), Spy (A), Ways of the 
Hour (A, B, C). Craddock, Charles Egbert: In the 
Stranger People’s Country (C), Prophet of the Great 
Smoky Mountain (C). Dickens, Charles: Barnaby 
Rudge (C), Bleak House (A, B), Little Dorrit (C), 
Oliver Twist (C), Our Mutual Friend (B), Pickwick 
Papers (A, B), Tale of Two Cities (A, B). Doyle, Ar- 
thur Conan: Firm of Girdlestone (C), Sherlock Holmes, 
Memoirs and Adventures (C). Dumas, Alexandre: 
Black Tulip (C), Count of Monte Cristo (A, C, D), 
The Forty-five, Part I. (A, C), Marguerite de Valois 
(A, C), Twenty Years After, Part II. (A), Vicomte de 
Bragelonne, Part VI. (C). Edwards, Annie: Archie 
Lovell (A, D). Eggleston, Edward: Graysons (A), 
Hoosier Schoolmaster (A). Eliot, George: Adam Bede 
(A), Felix Holt (D), Romola (C). Fielding, Henry: 
Jonathan Wild (C), Joseph Andrews (C). Foote, Mary 
Halleck: John Bodewin’s Testimony (A). Ford, Paul 
Leicester: Honorable Peter Stirling (B). Freytag, Gus- 
tav: Debit and Credit (D). Gaboriau, Emile: File No. 
113 (C), Monsieur Lecocq (C). Goldsmith, Oliver: 
Vicar of Wakefield (C). Grey (or, Gray) Maxwell: 
Last Sentence (A), Silence of Dean Maitland (A, D). 
Haggard, H. Rider: Mr. Meeson’s Will (D). Hale, 
Edward Everett: Philip Nolan’s Friends (A). Harris, 
Richard: Mr. Bumpkin’s Lawsuit (B). Harte, Francis 
Bret: Gabriel Conroy (A). Hawthorne, Nathaniel: 
Scarlet Letter (C). Holland, Josiah Gilbert: Sevenoaks 
(A, D). Howells, William Dean: Modern Instance (A, 
D). Hugo, Victor: Les Misérables (C). Jokai, Mau- 
rice: Pretty Michal (C). Lever, Charles: Martins o” 
Cromartin (B). Macdonald, George: Wilfred Cumber- 
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mede (D). Marryat, Frederick: Poachers (A). Mu- 
lock, Dinah Maria: Hannah (D). O’Reilly, John Boyle: 
Moondyne (C). Page, Thomas Nelson: Red Rock (D). 
Reade, Charles: Foul Play (D), Griffith Gaunt (A), 
Never Too Late to Mend (B, C), Terrible Temptation 
(A), Hard Cash (A, B, C). Scott, Michael: Tom Crin- 
le’s Log (A). Scott, Walter: Anne of Geierstein (A, 
&), Fortunes of Nigel (C), Guy Mannering (A, B, C, 
D), Heart of Midlothian (A), Ivanhoe (A), Old Mor- 
tality (C), Peveril of the Peak (A), Quentin Durward 
(C), Redgauntlet (B), Rob Roy (C), St. Ronan’s Well 
(D). Stevenson, Robert Louis: Kidnapped; with its 
sequel, David Balfour (or Catriona) (B, C). Sue, Eu- 
géne: Wandering Jew (C, D). Thackeray, William 
Makepeace: Adventures of Philip (B), Pendennis (B). 
Thanet, Octave: The Missionary Sheriff (C, D). 
Trollope, Anthony: Orley Farm (A, B, D). Twain, 
Mark: Pudd’nhead Wilson (A). Warren, Samuel: Ad- 
ventures of an Attorney in Search of Practice (B), Ten 
Thousand a Year (B). Weyman, Stanley: Castle Inn 
(D), Man in Black (A). Woolson, Constance Feni- 
more: Anne (A). 








THE LEGISLATIVE INVESTIGATION BILL. 


In a recent issue we suggested the advisability of 
passing an act which would forever put at rest the vexed 
question whether and when a legislative investi- 
gating committee might punish a refractory witness for 
contempt. While we have strong doubts as to whether 
much of importance is ever accomplished through 
the instrumentality of such tribunals, yet if they are to be 
annually called into being on any and all pretexts, it is, 
perhaps, just as well that they be not the butt of popular 
derision because of their utter impotency. Hence we 
welcome the news that the Fallows bill has passed the 
Senate of New York and gone to the Governor. In terms 
it provides for the compulsory attendance of witnesses 
before any committee named by either house. 


This seems to have been the result of Colonel Gard- 
iner’s defiance of the Mazet Committee in refusing to 
testify on the ground that it was illegally constituted, not 
having been named by a concurrent resolution. Hence, 
we must really give the Colonel credit for being instru- 
mental, however involuntarily, in bringing about the 
passage of a very valuable piece of legislation. As 
previously intimated, we think that an act punishing 
indecorous and insolent behavior before legislative com- 
mittees would also prove of service. Possibly the be- 
havior of certain individuals now present at the Gardiner 
investigation would then become like unto that of the 
“Heathen Chinee,” the same being childlike and bland. 

While it is highly improbable that our worthy Gov- 
ernor will be influenced by any mere dictum of ours, 
yet we may, we hope, express the sincere wish that he 
will sign the proposed act. 








THE LAW AS A PROFESSION. 


Under this or a similar headline, a wail has been going 
the rounds, in the columns of a number of our conternpo- 
raries, both legal and lay, anent the present overcrowded 
condition of the legal profession. One of our leading law 
journals seemingly proceeds to gloat over the alleged fact 
that according to the statements of well-known members 
of the Cook County bar, law business in Chicago has 
reached a state of collapse that threatens semi-starvation 
for hundreds of attorneys practising in the civil courts. 
The influence of the bankruptcy act, the legal depart- 
ments of the trust companies, the clogging of court cal- 














endars with personal injury suits, and the never cg. 
influx of lawyers from the country district, they sa 
resulted in an alarming diminution of the volume of bus. 
ness and an increase in the number of men amon 
business must be divided. It is even asserted that of 
4,000 lawyers in Chicago not more than 400 are makin 
more than their living expenses. 

Now, it must be admitted that unfortunately the| 
profession is overcrowded—a fact so patent that y 
one thinks of contradicting it for an instant. Undoubted), 
the title insurance, trust, corporate registration, 
companies, together with collection agencies, haye cu 
into private practice to an alarming extent. Particularly 
is this true in large cities like New York and Chj 
and in regard to the searching of titles to real estate , 
branch of law which has been almost entirely taken o, 
of the hands of the profession. It is also true that in Ney 
York city, for instance, fully 50 per cent. of legal busines 



































































































(and by this we mean a half not in volume, but of th bg : 
total amount of fees) goes to eight or ten prominent fims il ss 
composed of a score of experts on every known ee 
of jurisprudence. The “rank outsider” must simply “lean entrus' +i 
to labor and to wait.”” Another point to be borne in ming apo 
is the present tendency toward specialization. Now } po pr 


takes time to work up a practice in one or more py. 
ticular branches of law—twice or three times as } . 


as to acquire a mere general clientele, and the per fae 

when a member of the bar becomes a self-sup oe pena 
community is proportionately postponed. With the lay te Bro 
schools turning out their thousands and their tens ¢ work, at 
thousands, it behooves us to seriously ask what are the sion 
chances of success which a young man has who enters ie an 
the legal profession. Various motives may have promptei ditions t 
him to go through a Iaw school and apply for admission “Ne 
to the bar. Many study law merely that it may bea fy vision 
help in mercantile life. Others apply for admission to th “TF; 
bar because they imagine that by so doing they will k =n 
aided in a realization of social or political ambitions mm "2° 
These and similar @lasses we shall not consider. We and its 
treat only of those who trust to their practice for suppor. during 
It is not a very charitable observation to make when w fm? 
say that we cannot help believing that a very large per- - Se 
centage of lawyers should never have entered the ranks a ; 

the profession. Law requires no capital beyond a smal oe 
outlay for office furniture, rent, etc. In the larger cities: Cost, 


library is not necessary, as many buildings own ther 
own, and throw it open to tenants. Hence the pro or 
fession possesses a peculiar degree of attractiveness, ani 


hence, also, it is crowded with excellent commercial me = 
and mechanics, who are nevertheless very mediocre at- 7 : 

torneys. Law requires peculiar gifts—a peculiar ten- °° 
perament—analytical to a degree—and unless the student ad : 


feels that there is positively no other profession in the “ 
world for him, he had better, far better, break rocks a 2 


the public highways for the remainder of his existence _— 
than enter the sacred portals of the temple of Themis Revic 
But if he possesses the mental powers requisite—if lt 1829 
has grit—and, oh, it will take a tremendous supply o 8 
that latter commodity if he has to fight his own way- i. 


then by all means let him enter the shrine with eyes 0 ght 
see the beauty that he will find there. w 


Viewing the matter from a pecuniary standpoint alott Bi jour 
it seems well to call attention to the $260,000 received Ti twen 
by William Nelson Cromwell in the Decker, Howell & B&F the + 


Co. case, to the $250,000 paid to John E. Parsons by the “ 






Sugar Trust, to the $150,000 paid to Henry L. Clintot Bi gone 
in the Vanderbilt will case, to the $75,000 received by uted 
Joseph H. Choate for the A. T. Stewart will settlement 

and to that princely fee, the exact amount of which 8 Bat 






however, unknown, recently received by James B. 
for settling the Carnegie-Frick controversy. 
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President Harper, of Chicago University, in a recent 

ureate sermon to the seniors, urged them to make 
before choosing a profession, that it was the profes- 
sonal line of work they wished to pursue. He said in 





ar you are to be a lawyer, read this morning's paper, 

4 you will find how large a number of young men in 

ihe rofession are not supporting themselves.” 

Yes, it is true many are not self-supporting, the pro- 

gsion is overcrowded, but for all that there’s a good 
ting chance yet for the properly equipped man. The 

oom-at-the-top remark is as true to-day as when it was 


made. 


tHE ABOLITION OF THE COMMISSION ON 
STATUTORY REVISION. 








The long-suffering New York Bar has at length re- 
lied at the manner in which the Statutory Revision 
Commission of that State has been performing the work 
entrusted to it. As stated in our last issue, the Bar 
Association of New York city has placed itself on record 
gs stating in effect that the only result of the commis- 
gon’s protracted labors has been to leave the statutes in 
such a chaotic condition that adequate relief can only be 
obtained by its abolition. Such amendments as the com- 
missioners have proposed, say the members of the asso- 
dation, should be unqualifiedly rejected by the legislature 
The Brooklyn Bar Association has also joined in the good 
work, and adopted appropriate resolutions and prepared a 
petition to be sent to the Governor. The latter contains 
such an excellent summary of the defects in existing con- 
ditions that one is tempted to give it verbatim. It says: 

“New York State has had four great and complete 
revisions Ot its statutes, as follows: 

“First—By Samuel Jones and Richard Varick, au- 
thorized on April 15, 1786, completed on March 3, 1780, 
and its work published in over nine hundred folio pages 
during 1789. Cost, £800, or $4,000. Time required by 
two revisers to complete and pass their laws, two years, 
ten months and eighteen days. 

“Second—-By James Kent and Jacob Radcliff. Au- 
thorized March 28, 1800. Completed April 8, 1801, and 
published in two volumes of over 1,250 pages in 1802. 
Cost, $2,000. Time required by two revisers to complete 
and pass their laws, one year and eleven days. 

“Third—William P. Van Ness and John Woodworth. 

Authorized April 11, 1811. Completed April 13, 1813, 
and its work published on April 17, 1814, in two volumes 
of over 1,200 pages. Cost, $2,000. Time required by 
two revisers to complete and pass their laws, two years 
and two days. 
_ “Fourth—By John C. Spencer, John Duer and Ben- 
jamin F. Butler. Authorized April 2, 1825. Last statute 
passed Dec. 10, 1828, and two volumes of completed 
Revised Statutes published on Jan. 31, 1829, and June 5, 
1829, respectively, and a volume of notes published Sept. 
5, 1830, comprising in all over 2,600 pages. Total'cost 
lor revisers, $19,700. Time of three revisers, three years, 
fight months and eight days. 

“The total time required to propose and pass these 
four revisions was equal to the time of one reviser for 
twenty-two years, ten months and twenty-six days, and 
the total cost was $27,000. 

“In each case the work was skillfully and quickly 
done, and published with elaborate notes, and distrib- 
uted at a small cost to the legal profession and other 


ers, and so as to reduce the ultimate cost to the 
te 


“Fifth—The pending and fifth revision is that by the 
tory Revision ‘Commission, authorized May 15, 












1889, already occupying about twelve years, and to be 
completed —--——{?) Direct cost to State for salaries 
and expenses to Dec. 31, 1899, $203,077.88. Indirect 
cost unknown. Result, fifty-two General Laws and 687 
amendatory acts scattered through fifteen volumes of 
session laws. Time for three revisers, twelve years, or 
equal to the time of one reviser for thirty-six years, or 
more than 50 per cent. more time than was required for 
the proposing and passing of the first four complete 
revisions. 

“This last alleged revision is largely a compilation 
Two, at least, of the former revisions were complete and 
absolute revisions of all the statutes—not merely com- 
pilations. 

“A period of statutory revision is always a time of 
statutory uncertainty and chaos, even if the work be 
quickly and correctly done and its completed results be 
published promptly with full notes. This chaos is in- 
creased as the revision period is increased in length. 
The work of the Statutory Revision Commission has 
lagged on for twelve years, and is still unfinished, unpub- 
lished and unannotated by them. A large proportion of 
its most important laws has had to be entirely redrawn 
and re-enacted. 

“The history of the Statutory Revision Commission as 
to general laws has been dark enough, but now they 
aspire to revise all the codes. A lawyer consults a code 
ten times as often as he does the general laws, and is. 
much more affected by the changes in the codes than in 
the general laws. The codes have been in force for 
fifty-two years, and have been construed in tens of thou- 
sands of cases and at an expense of millions of dollars. 
To turn the Statutory Revision Commission loose on the 
codes would be to intensify the evils already apparent in 
their treatment of the general laws, and introduce a cha- 
otic condition into the codes such as has not been known 
even in that branch of our law. It is-sufficient to know 
that the Statutory Revision Commission has introduced 
eleven laws to take the place of the code and other pro- 
cedure acts, and that not one of these has been carefully 
examined without finding it full of errors and entirely 
unsatisfactory. The idea of having eleven codes instead 
of three to be amended, and those codes prepared by the 
Statutory Revision Commission, is simply appalling to 
the ordinary lawyer.” 

The attitude assumed by the Bar Associations of New 
York and Kings, is certainly to be commended, and we 
sincerely hope that the organizations of other counties 
will join the movement.* 








WHAT EVIDENCE IS SUFFICIENT TO CONSTI- 
TUTE CONDONATION. 





Proof by the wife of her husband’s forgiveness in 
words, his promise to receive her back to his home, and 
the conveyance of property to her, while the question of 
her return was pending for the purpose of showing his 
good faith, are not sufficient to show condonation of 
adultery where not followed by acts actually reinstating 
her as wife. 

Such was the decision recently rendered in the Court 
of Chancery of New Jersey in Geoger v. Geoger (45 
Atl. Rep. 349). -The Vice-Chancellor (Emery) appears 
to have considered the case as one of novel impression, 
for he observed: 

“The question is a new one in this State, for the 
expression of Van Fleet, V. C., in Shackleton v. Shack- 
leton, 48 N. J. Eq., 364, 367, which is relied on as an 





*On April 25 Gov. Roosevelt signed an act abolishing the 
Statutory Revision Commission. The pernicious activity of 
that body is therefore at an end. 
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authority to show that condonation may be bywords 
alone, cannot, in my judgment, be taken as intended to 
settle the present question, which was not involved in 
the decision of that case. If the question is treated as 
one to be settled on principle, independent of authority, 
it would seem that, inasmuch as coudonation, where it 
has once taken place, entitles the offender thereafter to 
all marital rights, such vital and far-reaching conse- 
quence should not be fastened upon the injured hus- 
band unless he has in fact reinstated the guilty woman 
as his wife. The language of Sir Cresswell in Keats v. 
Keats (1859), 28 Law J. Prob. & M. 60, 5 Jur. (N. S.) 
176, which was approved by theCourt of Appeals in Bern- 
stein v. Bernstein (1893), Prob. Div. 292, 312, as an ac- 
curate and clear statement of the law as to condonation, 
defines its effects ‘as a blotting out of the offense, so as 
to restore the offending party to the position which he 
or she occupied before the offense was committed.’ For- 
giveness of the offense, whether it be evidenced by words 
or acts, is not necessarily legal condonation, which re- 
quires the forgiveness to be followed in fact by a recon- 
ciliation, in which the wife is reinstated to such conjugal 
cohabitation or connubial intercourse as may be adapted 
to the circumstances of the parties. An inclination, or 
even an intention, to condone, is not sufficient if not fol- 
lowed by an actual reinstatement. This is the rule stated 
in Keats v. Keats (1859), 5 Jur. (N. S.) 176, 178, and 
seems to me to be the only rule which is just, alike to 
the injured as well as the offending party, in relation to 
the condonation of this offense.” 

There seems to have been somewhat of a tendency 
in courts of late, to strain a point in order to prevent a 
severance of the marital relationship or to effectuate its 
continuance or re-establishment. Condonation has been 
assumed to exist in several comparatively recent decis- 
ions throughout the country where it was, to say the least, 
exceedingly doubtful whether the injured party ever had 
a real intent to forgive. It is easily conceivable how a 
husband upon discovering the misconduct of his wife 
might have great hesitancy in making the affair common 
property, preferring rather to contribute toward the ex- 
pense of her separate support than to permit the stigma 
of the mother’s guilt to be publicly affixed to the chil- 
dren through the instrumentality of a divorce suit. Con- 
donation should not lightly be assumed, and the Court 
should only declare that it has existed after the fullest 
inquiry into the motives and intent of the injured party. 

The case of Shackleton v. Shackleton cited by the 
Court has but little bearing. There the alleged forgive- 
ness was sought to be demonstrated by proof stronger 
than in the present instance, and the expressions used by 
the Court, on page 367, which were relied on to establish 
the doctrine that condemnation may be expressed by 
words, certainly fails of effect. The case really turned on 
the point that matrimonial condonation is always condi- 
tional and limited, the pardon extending only to such of- 
fenses as are known to the injured party. 








A POINT OF INTEREST IN BANKING LAW. 





On February 6, 1900, the New York Court of Ap- 
peals decided in Sullivan v. Sullivan (161 N. Y. 554) a 
question of considerable interest in banking law. As 
appears by the decision of Judge Werner one Catherine 
Sullivan, on October 10, 1892, deposited with the Che- 
mung Canal Bank the sum of $2,000, and received there- 
for a certificate of deposit in the following form: 

Elmira, N. Y., October 10, 1892. 

Catherine Sullivan has deposited in this bank $2,000, 
payable one day after date to the order of herself, or, 
in case of her death, to her niece, Catherine Sullivan, of 









































































Utica, upon the return of this certificate, with j 
at 3 per cent. per annum, if held six months. Not sub. 
ject to check. No. 266,638. J. H. Arnot, V. P. 

Upon the trial oral evidence was adduced to 
and the Court found, that it was the intention of the 
positor to have said certificate of deposit so drawn thy 
in case of her death, without having withdrawn the « 
posit, it could be drawn by the defendant, the Catherin 
Sullivan referred to therein, as her niece. The triaj 
also found that “no attempt was made by the plaintig, 
intestate to create a trust to exist during the life of said 
intestate. Until her death the bank was her debtor.” 

The case is interesting, as several contentions a 
to have been raised upon which the Court does not seen 
to have previously passed, for asserting her claim to this 
fund the defendant invoked several distinct principles g 
law, the first of which is that the deposit of this mone 
and the issuance of this certificate constituted a yajj 
contract between plaintiff’s intestate and the bank {y 
the benefit of the defendant. Buchanan v. Tilden (; 
N. Y. 109), Dutton v. Poole (1 Ventris, 318), and Tox 
v. Weber (95 N. Y. 181), are cited in support of this 
contention. 

This contention the Court summarily disposed 
taking the view that the cases in question might be di. 
tinguished from the one at bar, for in each of them ther 
had been a valid contract founded upon a consideration, 
for the benefit of a third person which the latter cou 
enforce. Here, however, there was no contract to whic 
the defendant was a privy, nor can it be said that the reb. 
tions of the plaintiff’s intestate and the defendant wer 
such as to furnish any consideration for such a contract, 
if one had existed. 


The Court considered the further contention that th 
transactions between the plaintiff's intestate and th 
bank created a trust under which the bank became: 
trustee for the defendant, subject to a power of revocation 
which resided in the piaintiff’s intestate during her life. 
time, or at least that the plaintiff's intestate constitute 
herself a trustee for the benefit of the defendant, subject 
to the same power of revocation. 


“Upon this point it observed “the inherent weaknesso 
both of these propositions lies in the fact that in the trans 
actions between the plaintiff's intestate and the bank 
there was no immediate and fixed change of title to the 
fund. There was no intention, either expressed in terms 
or to be implied from the nature of the transaction, to im- 
mediately transfer the title of the fund to the defendam 
or to the bank, except as the depositary and debtor of the 
depositor. This is the essential difference between the 
position of the defendant and the cestuis que trust in the 
cases cited in support of her contention. As was said by 
Chief Judge Church in Martin v. Funk (75 N. Y. 138): 
‘Enough must be done to pass the title, although whena 
trust is declared, whether in a third person or the donor, 
it is not essential that the property should be actually pos- 
sessed by the cestui que trust, nor is it even esential tha 
the Iatter should be informed of the trust.’ Reduced to 
its simplest analysis, the transaction between the plait- 
tiff’s intestate and the bank established between them only 
the relation of debtor and creditor, which could not be 
and was not changed by the intention of the former t0 
provide, in the event of her death, for the defendant. The 
defendant acquired no rights in praesenti; she was to a- 
quire them in futuro. This is the test which marks the 
essential difference between a valid gift inter vivos, or a0 
effectual parol trust, and the mere expressed desire of 
intention to do that in the future which can only be dot 
by will. As was said by this court in Gilman v. McArdle 


o9 N. Y. 461): ‘It is only in respect to dispositions 


property which are not to have any effect except upot 
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the death of the owner, and are revocable, that he is con- 
fned to a will. These views are not in conflict with 
Hirsch v. Auer (146 N. Y.13); Gilman v. McArdle, supra; 
Von Hesse v. Mackaye (136 N. Y. 114; Martin v. Funk 
(75 N. Y. 134), and Mabie v. Bailey (95 N. Y. 206), cited 
by the defendant. In each of these cases the act constitut- 
ing the transfer was consummated. It did not remain in- 
complete or rest in mere intention, as in the case at bar.” 








Is ALIMONY A PROVABLE DEBT IN BANK- 
RUPTCY? 


The above question was presented for determination 
to the Supreme Court of Iliinois on February 19 in the 
case of Barclay v. Barclay and was answered in the nega- 
tive. Here the wife had obtained an order adjudging her 
husband in contempt for non-payment of alimony, the lat- 
ter having filed an answer setting up bankruptcy proceed- 
ings. In the course of his opinion, Phillips, J., observed: 

“While there has been some doubt expressed as to 
whether past due alimony is a provable debt under the 
Bankrupt Acts of 1867 and of 1841, yet on principle it 
would seem that it is not a provable debt, not only for the 
reason that an action will not ordinarily lie to enforce a 
decree for alimony, but because the peculiar character of 
the obligation is such that it is always subject to modifi- 
cation by the court in which the decree was entered, ac- 
cording to the varying circumstances of the parties, and 
no other court could undertake to administer the relief 
to which the parties are entitled except that having juris- 
diction in the original suit. An attempt to do so by such 
other court would bring about a conflict of authority and’ 
acondition of chaos with reference to questions of this 
character, because no other court would have before it 
the facts with reference to such change in conditions and 
to such original right of the parties. 

It was held in 1878 by the United States Court for the 
Southern District of New York that a claim for alimony, 
whether accruing before or subsequent to the proceed- 
ings in bankruptcy, was not a provable debt, and that pro- 
ceedings to enforce its payment cannot properly be 
stayed by the Bankruptcy Court. In re Lachemeyer, 18 
National Bankrupt Register 270. 

Under the Bankrupt Act of 1898 an opinion was 
handed down on September 15, 1899, by Kirkpatrick, J., 
of the United States District Court for the District of 
New Jersey, in the case of in re VanOrden, 1 Nat. Bank. 
News, 475, holding that a decree for alimony and costs 
is a provable debt in bankruptcy proceedings, and that 
the provisions of the statute authorizes the debtor’s dis- 
charge from liability under such decree. We do not con- 
cur with the reasoning of the court in that case, and ad- 
here to what we have heretofore said with reference to 
that question.” 

The question is not by any means a novel one. In ad- 
dition to the Lachemeyer case cited in the opinion, refer- 
ence may also be made to the New York-decision in 
Beach v. Beach (29 Hun. 181). Here the husband had 
been ordered to pay $365 per year alimony. He after- 
ward became a bankrupt, but still continued the pay- 
ments. The question arose after his death whether the 
estate was bound to pay certain arrears, and it was held 
not to he responsible. Learned, P. J., said: “Inasmuch as 
there is a continuing duty resting on the husband during 
his life to support his wife from which no discharge in 
bankruptcy would relieve him, it is very possible that the 
obligation to pay alimony, which, after a divorce, takes 
the place of the ordinary duty of support, may in like 
manner be a continuing obligation from which he is not 


rectly involved. For the husband during his lifetime and 
after his discharge did pay the alimony decreed. 

“Now, the obligation upon his estate, if there be one, 
must be a mere debt. The ordinary duty of a husband 
to support his wife has been ended by his death. What- 
ever now remains is nothing but the debt created by the 
judgment, and that was discharged by the bankruptcy 
proceedings.” 

(See also Andrew v. Andrew, 62 Vt. 495, where, 
however, the question of the effect of bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings was not considered. It was there held merely 
that a decree of alimony is not such evidence of a debt, 
founded upon a contract, express or implied, as to prevent 
its enforcement by imprisonment. ) ; 








WHAT ACTS CONSTITUTE “TRANSACTING 
BUSINESS” BY A FOREIGN CORPORATION? 


In Delaware & H. Canal Co. v. Mahlenbrock the 
Court of Errors and Appeals of New Jersey decided (43 
Atl. Rep. 978) that a foreign corporation which makes a 
single sale of its product and accepts a guaranty of pay- 
ment in New Jersey does not “transact business” within 
the meaning of a statute providing for the filing of the 
usual certificate in the Secretary of State’s office. The 
suit was for the value of coal sold by plaintiff, a Pennsyl- 
vania corporation, to defendant, a resident of New Jersey. 
While the court decided that the case did not come within 
the purview of the New Jersey act, as the particular con- 
tract in question was made in New York, it yet proceeded 
to discuss obiter—what the force and effect of the statute 
would have been had the contract actually been made in 
New Jersey. In deciding as it did, it adopted a view which 
seems to be in accord with the opinions of the courts 
of other States where the question has been squarely pre- 
sented for adjudication. 

The courts of New York, in construing the statute in 
force in that State, have held that procuring in New York 
orders for goods by traveling agents of a foreign corpora- 
tion, which orders are to be transmitted to the home 
office of the corporation for approval, after which goods 
are to be shipped from the home office to the buyer in 
New York, did not constitute “doing business.” (Var- 
nish Co. v. Connell, 32 N. Y. Supp. 492; Lumber Co. v. 
Holbert, 39 N. Y. Supp. 432; Brush Co. v. Addicks, 42 
N. Y. Supp. 871; Knitting Co. v. Bronner, 45 N. Y. 714). 

Mr. Thompson, in his work on Corporations (vol. 6, 
section 7936), says: “Many of the constitutional provis- 
ions and statutes under consideration prohibit foreign 
corporations from doing or carrying on business within 
the State unless they have previously complied with the 
conditions therein named, and the question has frequent- 
ly arisen under them, What constitutes a doing or carry- 
ing on of business within their meaning? The general 
conclusion of the courts is, that isolated transactions, 
commercial or otherwise, taking place between a foreign 
corporation domiciled in one State and citizens of another 
State are not a doing or carrying on of business by a for- 
eign corporation within the latter State, but that these 
provisions are leveled against the acts of foreign corpora- 
tions entering the domestic State by their agents and en- 
gaging in the general prosecution of their ordinary busi- 
ness therein.” 

The courts of Alabama, however, adopt an opposite 
view and construe the words in its constitution “doing 
any business in this State” as applying to a single act of 
business if it be in the exercise of a corporate function. 
(Farrior v. Security Co., 88 Ala. 275; 7 So. Rep. 200; 
Mullens v. Mortgage Co., 88 Ala. 280; 7 So. Rep. 201). 





telieved by his discharge. But that question is not di- 


Their lead has been followed by Oregon in Hacheny v. 
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Leary (12 Ore. 40), wherein 1c was held that taking a note 
for an installment of the premium on a policy of life in- 
surance is “doing business” in contravention of the 
statute. (See, however, Gilchrist v. Helene H. S. & S. 
RR. Co., 47 Fed. Rep. 593). 








TOPICS OF INTEREST. 


In an application for fire insurance made out by 
the applicant himself, it was stated that “the afore- 
said premises are not incumbered by mortgage or other- 
wise, to exceed $——.” The company issued the policy 
without requiring the filling in of the blank amount, but 
after the fire loss it refused to pay on two grounds: 1. 
That there was a warranty that there was no incum- 
brance, which was false; and 2, That the policy was void 
because of fraudulent concealment of the incumbrance, 
and in an action on the policy these defenses were set 
up. The plaintiff recovered, and an appeal was taken. 
Justice Kellogg, in affirming the judgment, said: “It does 
not appear in this case whether the application was wholly 
written out by the insured, or that he filled in a printed 
form of the company. In either case, however, 1, the 
failure not to say in plain terms that there was no mort- 
gage would leave the inference, not that there was no 
incumbrance, but that there was one of the nature stated, 
of uncertain, ufiknown or unstated amount. 2. There 
was no concealment of the mortgage. The answer was 
notice to the company simply that the insured declined 
to divulge the amount of the mortgage, leaving the com- 
pany to issue the policy or not, as it pleased. He added 
that if the application was on a printed form, it would 
appear that the applicant had paid no heed to it, and 
had in no way shown that he had answered it, or adopted 
it as a positive declaration. 

(Parker v. Otsego County Farmers’ Co-operative Fire 
Insurance Co., New York Supreme Court, Appellate Di- 
vision, Third Department, January, 1900.) 





The following are recent decisions upon points of 
insurance law: 


The interest in a benefit certificate in an association 
whose by-laws entitle the member to designate and 
change the beneficiary is held, in Thomas v. Cochran 
(Md.) 46 L. R. A. 160, to go, on the member’s death 
after that of the beneficiary, without any attempt to 
change the beneficiary, to the latter’s representatives, 
and not to those of the member; and it is held not 
transmissible by the member’s will. 

A clause in a marine insurance policy that other in- 
surance upon the same property, bearing the same date, 
shall be deemed simultaneous, making the insurer liable 
only for a ratable contribution, is held, in Carleton v. 
China Mut. Ins. Co. (Mass.), 46 L. R. A. 166, to refer 
to the date when the instrument is executed, and not 
to that when the risk attaches, so that the insurer is 
denied the right to prorate with policies subsequently 
issued, although the risk attaches simultaneously on all 
the policies. 

The term “voluntary over exertion” in a policy of 
accident insurance is held, in Rustin v. Standard Life 
& Acc. Ins. Co. (Neb.) 46 L. R. A. 253, to mean con- 
scious or intentional over exertion or a reckless disre- 

rd of consequences likely to ensue from great phys- 
ical effort, and not to be applicable to a slight elevation 


of a 300-pound weight by a strong man accustomed 
to lifting. 





In the case of Sanders v. Colemen, which was de- 
cided by the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia on 
Dec. 7, 1899, the rule was laid down that “a contract 
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——— 
to marry is coupled with the implied condition that bot, 
of the parties shall remain in the enjoyment of |if. 
and health, and if the condition of the parties has $0 
changed that the marriage state would endanger the lif. 
or health of either, a breach of the contract is excusable” 
In December, 1897, the defendant, who was 52 years ol 
received a Christmas card from the plaintiff, a girl of 
20. They had previously met but once. Correspon¢- 
ence, acquaintance and a marriage engagement followed 
The time for the wedding was fixed on April 27, 1&g. 
In March the defendant found himself suffering from 
cystitis and was warned by his physician that the malady 
would be aggravated by marriage. He therefore broke 
the engagement, and the court of last resort has held 
that he might lawfully do so. The most interesting point 
in relation to the case, however, remains to be told, 
Shortly after the Virginia Court of Appeals decided in 
his favor, the defendant married a lady other than the 
plaintiff! A writer in the “Virginia Law Register” sug. 
gests that in view of the cure of the defendant he was 
not entitled to be absolutely released from his contract 
to marry the plaintiff, but only to a postponement of the 
time of performance; as in the case of a betrothed per- 
son suffering from an attack of typhoid fever at the 
time set for the marriage, but who subsequently re- 
covers. 





The Court of Appeals of Kansas recently, and upon 
somewhat technical grounds, ordered the release of an 
attorney adjudged guilty of contempt. In in re Moxcey 
(59 Pac. Rep. 672) the following opinion was written by 
Wells, J.: The applicant, Thomas A. Moxcey, is a prac- 
ticing attorney at law, residing at Atchison, Kan., and 
practicing in the several courts of Kansas. He was, on 
Nov. 3, 1899, fined, by the district court of Doniphan 
county, $25, for contempt of court in preparing, filing 
and presenting a certain insulting and scandalous paper 
entitled supplementary motion for a new trial in the case 
of the State of Kansas against Frank W. Elliott for crim- 
inal libel, pending in said court, and was ordered con- 
fined in the county jail until said fine was paid. To 
inquire into the legality of such commitment this pro- 
ceeding was instituted. 

To the writ of habeas corpus issued in this case the 
sheriff of said county made return that he held the 
applicant by virtue of an order of commitment made by 
said district court, of which the following is a copy: 
“In the District Court of Doniphan County, Kansas. 
The State of Kansas v. T. A. Moxcey. In the matter 
of the contempt of T. A. Moxcey, Nov. 3, 1899, at the 
adjourned term of the regular September term, £899, of 
said court. This matter came on for hearing on the 3¢ 
day of November, 1899, upon the order of the court for 
the said T. A. Moxcey to show cause why he should not 
be punished for contempt of court in preparing, filing, 
and presenting to the court a certain insulting and scan- 
dalous entitled supplementary motion for a new trial in 
the case of the State of Kansas against Frgnk W. EI- 
liott for criminal libel, pending in said district court of 
Doniphan county, Kansas; and on hearing of said or- 
der, the said T. A. Moxcey being duly heard, and he 
showing no cause why he should not be punished for 
contempt of court in preparing, filing and presenting 
said motion to said court, and he making no apology 
for said act, the court doth adjudge the said T. A. Mox- 
cey guilty of contempt, and doth adjudge as a punishment 
therefor that he pay to the clerk of said court the sum 
of twenty-five dollars, and that he stand committed to 
the jail of said Doniphan county, Kansas, until said fine 
is paid; and the sheriff of said county is ordered to take 
said T. A. Moxcey into his custody, and keep him con- 
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ned in said jail until said fine is paid.” The punishment 
ordered was adjudged as for a direct contempt, without 
written accusation. Section 12, c. 85, Gen. St. 1897, 
reads: “A direct contempt may be punished summarily 
without written accusation against the person arraigned, 
put if the court shall adjudge him guilty thereof a judg- 
ment shall be entered of record in which shall be speci- 
fed the conduct constituting such contempt, with a state- 
ment of whatever defense or extenuation the accused of- 
fered thereto, and the sentence of the court thereon. 
The evident intention of the Legislature in enacting this 
section was, among other things, to require the judge 
or court, in the summary punishment of direct contempt, 
to make a record specifying the conduct constituting 
such contempt, and the defense or extenuation offered by 
the accused, so as to enable all persons interested to de- 
cide upon the legality of the judgment. While the pun- 
ishment is summarily inflicted without written accusa- 
tion, and probably without the necessity of the issue of 
a formal commitment—although this we do not decide— 
vet the law does not expressly provide that a record 
shall be made, which shall state the essential facts upon 
which the judgment was founded; and to the contents of 
this record alone must we look for the authority to re- 
strain the applicant from his liberty. The record in the 
case before us charges the preparing, filing, and pre- 
senting a certain insulting and scandalous suppleinental 
motion. What the words construed as insulting and 
scandalous were does not appear. Proceedings for con- 
tempt are in the nature of criminal prosecutions, and 
the law relating thereto must be construed accordingly. 
The designation of the motion as insulting and scandal- 
ous is not such a specification of the conduct constitut- 
ing such attempt as is required by law. The language 
claimed to be insulting and scandalous should be set 
out, so that its nature and effect could be determined. 
The petitioner will be discharged. 





New York City attorneys will no doubt be inter- 
ested in the following decision, rendered by the Court of 
Appeals in Pasquale Missano as admr. et al. v. The 
Mayor et al., which is reported in 160 N. Y. 123. It 
was here held that the failure of plaintiff to file notice 
with the Corporation Counsel is not fatal to an action 
for personal injuries brought against the city when 
as a matter of fact the Corporation Counsel did receive 
notice though through other channels. The official syl- 
labus shows the precise point involved, and is as follows: 


A notice which in other respects complied with chapter 572 of 
the law of 1886, requiring the filling with the Corporation Coun- 
sel of a notice of the intention to commence the action, as a 
condition to the maintenance ofan action against the munici- 
pality for damages for a personal injury, is not prevented from 
being a substantial compliance with the statute by the facts 
that it purported to be given in compliance with Section 1104 of 
New York Consolidation Act (L. 182, ch. 410), and was addressed 
to and filed with the Comptroller, but was by him sent to the 
Corporation Counsel, who filed it and acted upon it. 


The court also discussed the question of municipal 
status in cases like the present, and rendered the following 
opinion per Bartlett, J. (Gray and O’Brien, JJ., dis- 
senting in part). 

“This action was brought to recover damages for the 
death of a child, who was run over and killed by a horse 
attached to an ash cart of the Street Cleaning Depart- 
ment of the defendant. 

Two questions were argued before us on this appeal. 
The first, whether plaintiffs complied with the provisions 
of chapter 572 of the Laws of 1886, requiring a filing 
with the Corporation Counsel of a notice of intention 
to commence the action; the second, whether the city of 
New York is liable for the alleged negligent act of an 
employee of the Department of Street Cleaning? 





Appellate Division; that court held the requisite notice 
was not served and dismissed the complaint. 

We agree with the opinion of Judge Gray as to the 
first question, wherein he holds that the notice given by 
plaintiffs of their intention to commence this action was 
a substantial compliance with the statute. 

We also agree with Judge Gray that the case on the 
merits was properly submitted to the jury, but are un- 
able to adopt his conclusion that the judgment should be 
affirmed on the ground that the city of New York is 
not liable for the negligent acts of the employees in its 
Department of Street Cleaning. 

The weight of authority in this State establishes, we 
think, the liability of the defendant. This subject has 
been discussed at length by learned judges and text 
writers, so that a brief reference to the principles and au- 
thorities involved is all that is necessary at this time. 

Judge Dillon points out in his work on Municipal 
Corporations (fourth edition) that such corporations are 
possessed of dual powers; the one governmental, legis- 
lative or public, and the other proprietary or private 
(§ 66); that the care of the streets is within the datter 
classification (§ 980). 

In Conrad v. Trustees of the Village of Ithaca (16 
N. Y. 158) it was held that where the trustees of the 
village were made by its charter commissioners of high- 
ways they were to be regarded, in respect to that func- 
tion, not as independent public officers, but as the agents 
of the corporation, so as to make the latter civilly re- 
sponsible for their acts of omission, according to the law 
of master and servant. 


In a note to the case last cited is published an opinion 
by Judge Selden in Weet v. Trustees of the Village of 
Brockport, wherein he points out the principle that lies 
at the basis of the rule which makes a municipal cor- 
poration liable under the maxim of respondeat supe- 
rior as follows: “That whenever an individual or a cor- 
poration, for a consideration received from the sover- 
eign power, has become bound by covenant or agree- 
ment, either express or implied, to do certain things, 
such individual or corporation is liable, in case of neglect 
to perform such covenant, not only to a public prose- 
cution by indictment, but to a private action at the 
suit of any person injured by such neglect. In all such 
cases the contract made with the sovereign power is 
deemed to enure to the benefit of every individual in- 
terested in its performance.” 

This liability of the municipality as to the care of 
the streets was again recognized by this court in Ehr- 
gott v. Mayor, etc., of city of New York (96 N. Y. 264). 

Judge Earl, after citing Conrad v. Trustees of Ithaca 
(16 N. Y. 158), Requa v. City of Rochester (45 N. Y. 
129), Hutson v. Mayor, etc. (g N. Y. 163), Davenport 
v. Ruckman (37 N. Y. 568), Hume v. Mayor, etc. (74 
N. Y. 264), observed that the rule has been somewhat 
criticised, but that “it has the sanction of a wise public 
policy, the support of good reasons, and that its opera- 
tion is generally just and beneficent.” This principle 
has been recognized in many other cases in this State 
that need not be cited. 

It has also been approved by the Supreme Court of 
the United States in Barnes v. District of Columbia (91 
U.S. 540), and by the Circuit Court of the United States 
in Barney Dumping Boat Company et al. v. Mayor, 
etc., of city of New York (40 Fed. Rep. 50). In the 
latter case, Judge Wallace, referring to the Commissioner 
of Street Cleaning, aptly says: “His duties, unlike those 
of the officers of the departments of health, charities, fire 
and police, although performed incidentally in the in- 





The first question only was considered by the learned 





terest of the public health, are more immediately per- 
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formed in the interest of the corporation itself, which is 
charged with the obligation of maintaining its streets 
in fit and suitable condition for the use of those who 
resort to them.” * * * 


There are many duties imposed upon a municipality 
that may be discharged by a commissioner or superin- 
tendent who hires and discharges sub-agents and serv- 
ants, but this in no way relieves it from responsibility for 
the negligent acts of those so employed. 


At the time this alleged cause of actron accrued it 
was the duty of the city of New York to keep its streets 
in repair and to see that they were thoroughly cleaned 
and kept clean at all times; also to remove the sweep- 
ings, ashes and garbage as often as the public health 
and use of the streets required it to be done. (Con- 
solidation Act, § 704, as amended by chap. 269, Laws 
of 1892). 

The fact that the discharge of this duty might in- 
cidentally benefit the public health did not make the acts 
of the commissioner of street cleaning a public function. 

It is clear upon principle and authority that the city 
of New York, in the ordinary and usual care of its 
streets, both as to repairs and cleanliness, is acting in 
the discharge of a special power granted to it by the 
Legislature, in the exercise of which it is a legal indi- 
vidual, as distinguished from its governmental functions 
when it acts as a sovoreign. (Maximilian v. Mayor, etc, 


62 N. Y. 164.) 





A somewhat peculiar point was raised in the case of 
Bacon v. The United States, reported in 97 Fed. Rep. 35. 
The Circuit Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit held 
that the fact that a letter written by the Comptroller of 
the Currency to the president of a National bank, which 
formed a part of the official correspondence of the bank, 
was taken by some individual from a box marked as con- 
taining private papers of the president, and was after- 
ward given to the officers of the United States, does not 
render such letter inadmissable in evidence on the part of 
the Government in a prosecution of the president for a 
violation of the National banking laws. 

The opinion of Thayer, Circuit Judge, upon the point 
in question was as follows: “Misbehavior of the attorney 
for the United States in the presence of the jury is. next 
relied upon to secure a reversal of the judgment below. 
This charge is predicted upon the following occurrences: 
In the course of the trial a letter from the Comptroller of 
the Currency to James H. Bacon, the defendant, as presi- 
dent of the American National Bank, was offered in evi- 
dence by the Government; and upon its being established 
to the satisfaction of the court that the letter had been 
taken by force from a locked box marked ‘James H. Ba- 
con, Private Papers,’ while the box was in the custody of 
officers of the law of the State of Utah, and that it had 
subsequently been turned over to the United States Dis- 
trict Attorney, the Court ruled that the letter was inad- 
missible. Thereupon the attorney for the prosecution 
laid the letter upon the table before the defendant’s at- 
torney, and asked him to produce it. The trial judge 
ruled that the defendant could produce it or not, as he 
might elect, and in view of that ruling the letter was not 
read. Such was the misconduct of the attorney on ac- 
count of which complaint is made. Other portions of the 
record disclose the following facts, which are pertinent 
to the exception now under consideration: The American 
National Bank of Salt Lake City ceased doing business 
on Feb. 24, 1894, and on that day turned over all of its 
books, papers, and assets to the defendant below, who im- 
mediately organized a State bank, known as the Bank of 
Salt Lake, and in this way the papers, books, and assets 


—=—= 
of the defunct institution passed into the custody of th, 
newly-organized State bank. The latter bank 
quently became embarrassed, and receivers thereof 
duly appointed in the course of legal proceedings ing; 
tuted against it in the courts of the State. These » 
ceivers, having obtained possession of the books and 
pers of the American National Bank, including the afor, 
said letter addressed by the Comptroller of the Cu 

to its president, gave the Federal authorities access thers. 
to when an investigation into the affairs of the last-name 
bank was inaugurated, which resulted in an indictmey 
being returned against the defendant. In the course of 
this investigation all of the books and — in questiog 
passed into the custody of the United States Marshal fo 
the District of Utah, with the consent of the receivers of 
the State bank, where they remained until they were usej 
upon the trial of the defendant in the lower court. Upon 
this state of facts we think that the complaint made of 
the misconduct of the attorney for the United States js 
without merit, and that the objection subsequently mat 
to the use of the books and papers of the American N,. 
tional Bank as evidence against the accused, because of 
the manner in which they had been obtained by the prose. 
cution, is equally untenable. The letter which was writ. 
ten by the Comptroller of the Currency to the defendant 
as president of the American National Bank was admis 
sible in evidence against the defendant if it threw 
light upon the acts charged in the indictment, and the rul- 
ing of the learned trial judge in excluding it would seem 
to have been erroneous, in view of all the facts which the 
bill of exceptions discloses. It was in no sense a private 
paper of the defendant, because it was addressed to him 
as president of the American National Bank, and formed 
a part of the official correspondence between the 
troller and said bank; and although it be true that some 
one had extracted it from a locked box marked ‘James 
H. Bacon, Private Papers,’ while the box was in the pos 
session of the receivers of the Bank of Salt Lake, yet, 
as no officer of the Government was concerned in that 
act, we are of opinion that such fact did not affect its 
admissibility. It is held very generally that, if an in 
dividual by an illegal search or seizure obtains possession 
of an article or document, the State may nevertheless 
make use of the same as evidence against the person from 
whom they were wrongfully obtained to convict him of 
a crime; and that the inhibition found in Article 4 of the 
amendments to the Federal Constitution, and in many 
State constitutions, against unreasonable searches and 
seizures is a limitation upon the power of the State to 
make such searches and seizures for its own benefit, and 
has no reference to unauthorized acts of individuals. 
Gindrat v. People, 138 Ill. 103, 27 N. E. 1,085; Shields 
v. State, 104 Ala. 35, 16 South. 85; Com. v. Dana, 2 
Metc. (Mass.) 329, 337; State v. Flynn, 36 N. H. 64; 
1 Greenl. Ev., section 254a, and cases there cited. This, 
in our opinion, is a reasonable doctrine, when we remem- 
ber that the common law has always afforded ample rem- 
edies for illegal acts committed by individuals, and that 
the inhibition against unreasonable searches and seizures 
found in the organic law owes its origin to acts of that 
nature which at one time were frequently committed by 
the sovereign on the pretense that they were necessary for 
his own protection or the protection of the State. If it 
be true, then—as we think it is—that the letter in ques- 
tion was admissible against the defendant, notwithstand- 
ing the manner in which it had fallen into the hands of 
the Government, it can scarcely be pretended that the 
action of the attorney for the United States in laying tt 
down on the counsel table, and then calling for its pro 
duction, was such misconduct on his part as would justify 





| a reversal of the judgment.” 
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EFFECT OF THE STATUTE OF FRAUDS 
UPON CONTRACTS IN GENERAL. 


By Frederic H. Calkins, A. B. 
(Being @ paper read at the New York University Law 
School on Feb. 7, 1900.) 

That act of Parliament enacted in the twenty-ninth 
year of the reign of Charles the Second, known as 29 
Car. II., Chap. 3, is commonly called the Statute of 
Frauds from its title, which is: “An Act for the Pre- 
vention of Frauds and Perjuries.” It went into effect on 
the twenty-fourth day of June, 1677. This statute has 
been re-enacted in most of the United States, in some 
almost verbatim and in others with slight modifications. 
Itis necessary, therefore, that the provisions of these sev- 
eral statutes should be constantly borne in mind in cit- 
ing decisions On any point in one State as authority or 

edent on that point in another. 

On approaching a consideration of the statute one is 
confronted with an almost inexhaustible mass of cases 
containing decisions upon an endless variety of points, 
many of them appearing to be in conflict with each other 

n the same point, and most of them devoted to a 
determination of what the statute does not do, rather 
than what it does, and there is great diversity of opinion 
both in England and America as to the effect of the 
statute upon many of the questions involved, so that it 
has been said that it has caused almost as many frauds 
a it has prevented. 

It is not the purpose of this paper to enter into a 
detailed discussion of the various provisions of the stat- 
ute and their operation and effect, but to consider only 
one of the many questions raised by the statute, and that 
ene its effect upon contracts in general. 

While the statute embraces a number of sections, 
ealy two apply directly to contracts, and these two are 
the fourth and seventeenth. 

The language of the fourth section is that: “No 
action shall be brought whereby to charge” etc. It does 
not, therefore, provide that the contracts therein enum- 
@ated shall be illegal, that is, unlawful, but simply de- 
dares that they will not be enforced against either party 
mess there be some writing signed by the party to be 
charged. It does not define or prescribe what shall be 
mecessary to constitute a contract, but on the contrary 
assumes the existence of one that is valid and binding 
im all respects and on that assumption declares that no 
action can be maintained upon it unless the provisions 
of the statute be complied with. It is apparent, therefore, 
that the only effect which the statute of frauds has upon 
contracts in general is to lay down a rule of procedure. 
The object of the statute was not to curtail the rights 
of an individual to make any kind of a contract he might 
choose to make, except such, of course, as were there- 
tofore unlawful, but to prevent parties from being called 
into court and fastened with a liability upon an alleged 
contract through fraud and perjury. Its effect was to 
announce that thereafter no contract which came under 
the heads mentioned would be enforced except written 
evidence of it could be shown, thereby affecting the rem. 
edy and not the substance of the contract. 

The language of the seventeenth section is that: “No 
contract for the sale of goods, wares and merchandise 
shall be allowed to be good” etc. This difference in 
phraseology, however, does not affect this class of con- 
tracts to any greater extent than the language of the 
fourth section, and many of the States in re-enacting the 
statute have placed contracts of this character in the same 
section as the other classes of contracts. 

“Allowed to be good” has been held to mean good 
the purpose of recovery under it, and this construc- 





tion is supported by the fact that the same language is 
found at the end of this section as in section four, namely, 
that the memorandum must be signed by the parties to 
be charged. This construction is given to these words 
in the case of Townsend v. Hargreaves, 118 Mass. 325, 
and in the gpinion Colt, J. says: “We find no case in 
which it is distinctly and authoritatively held otherwise.” 
A very able article on the construction of this see- 
tion will be found in the “American Law Review,” Vol. 
9, page 434, in which both sides of the question are very 
— and exhaustively treated and the various cases eon- 
sidered. 

The language of the statute as re-enacted in New 
York, is that: “In the following cases every agreement 
shall be void, unless” etc. This language would seem 
to be more definite and would seem to have a ter 
effect upon the contracts covered by it than the lish 
statute, but in the case of Justice v. Lang, 42 N ¥. 
493, it is held that these words have no greater effeet 
than those of the English statute. 


At first thought this construction of the effect of the 
statute might seem to be not only improper but useless 
and even anomalous. Anomalous in that it is sayi 
that the law will recognize a right, yet refuse to enforce 
it, and useless in that a contract which cannot be enforeed 
is valueless and therefore void. Upon further considera- 
tino, however, all of these seeming objections will be 
found to be incorrect. 

That it is not anomalous, that is, contrary to the gen- 
eral principles of law, is at once apparent, for the statute 
of limitations is not uniform in all jurisdictions, and a 
contract will be enforced in a jurisdiction where the stat- 
ute of limitations has not barred the remedy, though the 
remedy is gone by the law of the place where the con- 
tract was made. See Townsend v. Tennison, 9 Howard 
407, and McElmoyle v. Cohen, 13 Peters 312. The law, 
therefore, recognizes the right as still existing poe 
by the law of the place where that right arose the 
is gone and the courts of that place will not recognize 
the right. 

That such a construction of the effect of the statute 
is an improper construction has been very 
urged, and that, too, by eminent practitioners, both in 
connection with the fourth and the seventeenth sections. 
Such views have also been entertained by several ju ; 
some of them of high standing. In the case of - 
rington v. Roots, 2 M. & W. 248, Lord Abinger, C. B., 
says: 

“The question is whether that section which declares 
that no action shall be brought whereby to charge any 
person on a contract for the sale of an interest in land 
means that the contract shall be available for any purpose 
as a contract excepting that of being enforced by action. 
I think it does not, and that the contract cannot be 
available at all unless an action can be brought upon it. 

. . . A party cannot have a lawful right which the law 
will not sustain; it is not a lawful contract which gives a 
right if it cannot be enforced at law.” 

This case and another similar one, Reade v. Lamb, 
6 Exch. 180, are considered in the case of Britain v. 
Rossiter, 11 Q. B. Div. 123, and Brett, L. J., referring 
to them, says: 

“With regard to these dicta, it is enough to say that 
the doctrine thereby laid down was unnecessary for the 
decisions in those cases; for it being clear that no action 
can be brought on the verbal contract itself, it is also 
clear that neither party can be held liable upon it in- 
directly in any action which necessitates the admission of 
the existence of the contract.” 

While it is apparent, therefore, that Lord Abinger 





and his associates held the opinion that the statute ab- 
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solutely voided the contracts covered by it and so de- 
livered their opinions, yet as the question was not dis- 
tinctly before them, such opinions were held to be mere 
dicta. A similar situation exists in the American de- 
cisions. That eminent jurist, Mr. Justice Story, enter- 
tained the same views, but the question was never 
squarely before him for decision. In his work on the 
“Conflict of Laws,” Mr. Justice Story says: 

“Section 262. By the English and American law, con- 
tracts which fall within the provisions of what is called 
the statute of frauds are required to be in writing; such 
are contracts respecting the sale of lands, contracts for 
the debts of third persons, and contracts for the sale of 
goods beyond a certain value. If such contracts made 
by parol in a country by whose laws they are required to 
be in writing are sought to be enforced in any other 
country, they will be held void exactly as they are held 
void in the place where they are made. And the like 
rule applies vice versa where parol contracts are good by 
the law of the place where they are made; but they would 
be void if originally made in another place where they 
are sought to be enforced, for want of certain formali- 
ties, or for want of being in writing, as required by the 
local law.” 

On several occasions while on the bench he gave ex- 
pression to the same views, but in none of the cases 
was the question actually presented for decision. In the 
case of Smith v. Burnham, 3 Sumner 458, he says: 

“I do not perceive that the bill has stated in what 
State the supposed parol agreement for the copartnership 
was actually made, and of course the court cannot, strictly 
speaking, say by what local law it is to be governed. . . 
But the statute of frauds in all these States have received 
and indeed require the same construction and the ob- 
jection may well be passed over.” 

It is a well settled rule of law that matters bearing 
upon the execution, interpretation and the validity of 
a contract are determined by the law of the place where 
the contract is made. Matters connected with its per- 
formance are regulated by the law prevailing at the place 
of performance. Matters respecting the remedy, such as 
the bringing of suits, admissibility of evidence, statute of 
limitations, depend upon the law of the place where the 
suit is brought. See Scudder v. Union National Bank, 
gt U. S. 406. Such being the rule, it follows that if 
the statute of frauds affects the validity of the contract 
and not the procedure for its enforcement, the law of the 
place where the contract was made will apply wherever 
the contract is sought to be enforced, and this is the po- 
sition taken by Mr. Justice Story, who doubtless con- 
sidered that it applied to the execution of the contract 
im similar manner to those statutes which required 
stamped paper to be used for certain kinds of contracts 
or such contracts would be void. But the statute of 
frauds was enacted, as declared in its preamble, for the 
prevention of frauds and perjury, and if the construction 
of Mr. Justice Story were correct, then in cases ‘vhere 
the contract was valid in the place where made, but 
sought to be enforced in a place where the statute of 
frauds declared that no action should be brought upon 
such a contract unless it be in writing, parol evidence of 
the contract would be admissible, and then proof cf the 
lex loci contractus showing that the contract was a valid 
contract, and the very purpose of -the statute would be 
defeated. A case involving this very situation is that of 
Leroux v. Brown, 12 C. B. 801, where the various au- 
thorities on the question of the construction of the stat- 
ute are collected and the procedure construction defi- 
nitely established. 

That the procedure construction is not useless will 
also be readily apparent, for, inasmuch as the statute 





$< 
applies only to the procedure, it does not prevent Parties 
from entering into and performing such contracts, jf they 
so choose, without reducing them to writing, and also 
applying only to the procedure, it can affect executory 
contracts only, and has no effect upon executed contrac; 
Where the contract has been in fact completely executes 
on both sides, the rights, duties and obligations of ;h 
parties resulting from such performance stand unaffecte 
by the statute. The force of this application of the pro. 
cedure construction is well illlustrated in the case of Beal 
v. Brown, 13 Allen 114, where a guarantor paid a deb 
which he had orally guaranteed and brought an actioy 
against the .one whose debt he had paid, and the de 
fense was that the guaranty, being oral and not in writ. 
ing, the guarantor was under no obligation to pay ang 
hence recovery should not be allowed. But the court hel 
that the provisions of the statute were exclusively for the 
benefit of the guarantor and designed to protect him 
from the danger of being made liable for the debts of 
another by false testimony. He may elect to fulfill his 
oral promise, and if he does so and pays money in 
pursuance thereof, the principal debtor is liable for the 
amount as for money paid at his request. And such js 
true even though, as here, the debtor notified the guar- 
antor not to pay. This proposition is also clearly jl. 
lustrated by the cases of Brown v. Farmers’ Loan & 
Trust Co., 117 N. Y. 266; Ames v. Jackson, 115 Mass, 
508, and Stone v. Dennison, 13 Pick. 1. 

Inasmuch as the statute affects the remedy only, and 
not the substance of the contract, it follows that only 
parties to the contract can avail themselves of the pro- 
tection of the statute, and it is optional with them as to 
whether they will or not. If, therefore, they do not 
choose to do so, they cannot be compelled to by third 
parties whose rights and obligations are affected by the 
existence of such oral contract. While the cases just 
cited in a measure illustrate this proposition, its opera- 
tion is more clearly apparent in the case of Cahill v. 
Bigelow, 18 Pick. 369, where an action was brought by 
a creditor against his debtor and making a party to the 
action one whom he claimed held property belonging to 
such debtor. The plaintiff sought to collect from him 
on account of his claim against his debtor a balance 
which he alleged was due to his debtor from such trustee 
for board, but the defense was interposed that by an 
agreement made between the debtor, the defendant and 
some tradesmen to furnish the debtor with provisions 
and the defendant would be security for their payment, 
he had become liable for more than he owed for board 
and so had no property belonging to the debtor. The 
plaintiff claimed that as such agreement was oral the 
defendant was not legally bound to pay such bills end 
he could not, therefore, claim such debts as an offset to 
what he owed for board. But the court held that the 
defendant could not be compelled to set up the statute 
to avoid his promise, and that the statute was intended 
solely to act as a shield for the protection of those who 
would be in danger of suffering injury by false testimony. 
That it did not make such contracts void, but merely 
provided that the promisor who would othe: wise be lia- 
ble to such action might avoid it. 

The usefulness of the procedure construction is still 
further apparent in this direction, for, inasmuch as only 
parties to the oral agreement can take advantage of the 
statute and cannot be compelled to do so by third par- 
ties, it also follows that third parties cannot themselves 
take advantage of the provisions of the statute in ac- 
tions where their own rights and obligations growing 
out of the existence of such oral contract are concerned. 
This proposition is illustrated in the case of Houset 
v. Lamont, 55 Pa. St. 311, where a brother of the de 
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fendant who had bought a piece of property at a sale 
of their father’s estate for the payment of the debts of 
the estate, agreed orally with his sister to sell it to her 
jor the same price that he had paid for it, and in pursu- 

ce of such oral agreement the sister had paid 
about half of the purchase price, the brother holding the 
deed as security for the amount due. Later the brother, 
wishing to realize the balance due him, went to the plain- 
tif at the request of the defendant—as the plaintiff was a 
neighbor and a friend of the defendant—and telling him 
of the oral agreement, asked him to give him the bal- 
ance due and take a deed to the property, holding it in 
the same manner as he, the brother, had as security for 
the payment of the amount due from his sister. To this 
the plaintiff agreed, and a deed was made and deliy- 
ered and the money paid. Later the plaintiff had a fall- 
ing out with the defendant and sought to set up the 
statute of frauds against her title and to eject her 
fom the premises. But the court held that he did not 
sand in a position to do so. That he was the plaintiff 
in an ejectment suit, and must stand on his title, which 
was that of a mortgagee. To permit him to set up the 
statute would be to convert his mortgage into an abso- 
lute conveyance and permit him to perpetuate a fraud 
by obtaining the title on the pretense of a loan of a 

































































ity of the defendant's title and treated with him expressiv 
upon the basis of her ownership. 


It being apparent that the procedure construction is 
the proper one, what then is the effect of the statute so 
construed upon contracts generally? 


The language of the statute is that no action shall 
be brought upon the contracts mentioned unless the 
agreement or some note or memorandum thereof be in 
writing and signed by the party to be charged. It, there- 
fore, sets aside a certain group of contracts and declares 
that it will not recognize them as subsisting, legally 
enforceable obligations unless certain formalities are com- 
plied with, and under certain circumstances will enforce 
the contract against one party and not against the other. 
In effect, therefore, it destroys the mutuality of the ob- 
ligation. As, for instance, A and B are engaged in 
the same line of business and for certain reasons it may 
be of great importance to A that B should not be em- 
ployed by another in the same business. A says to B, 
“I will employ you for three years at a salary of $5,000 
a year if you will promise to remain in my employ 
that length of time.” B considers the matter, and finally 
writes A a letter in proper form, accepting the offer and 
promising to remain in the employ of A for three -years. 
After, say a year, the conditions are changed, and it is 
no longer of importance to A to retain B and he dis- 
charges him without cause. B could not recover for the 
balance of the three years because he could not prove 
the contract under the statute, and yet he may have 
been greatly damaged and lost another lucrative position 
by reason of his agreement with A. But, given the 
same conditions, except that B has an offer of, say, $10,- 
000 a year, and quits the service of A, then A can sue and 
recover damages for the loss of B’s services because he 
has a writing signed by B, in accordance with the statute. 
Here, although a bilateral contract existed, which in the 
absence of the statute would have been obligatory on 
both parties and either would be entitled to damages for 
its breach, yet, because it is a contract within the statute 
one may recover for the breach, but the other cannot. 

It has been said that the statute making the contract 
void as to the party not signing it, it follows that the 
void promise of the latter furnishes no consideration for 
the agreement of the party who subscribes it. But as 


small part of its value from one who admitted the valid j 





the statute affects the procedure only and not the sub- 
stance of the contract, it does not make the promise 
void but simply not enforceable if the party not signing 
chooses to set up the statute in defense. It does not 
affect the promise as such and, of course, to maincain 
an action against the party signing the party not signing 
must admit his willingness to perform. In Justice v. 
Lang, 42 N. Y. 521, will be found a comprehensive dis- 
cussion of this proposition. See also Clason v. Bailey, 
14 Johns. Rep. 484. 

It must be borne in mind, however, that as the stat- 
ute does not prescribe what shall constitute a contract it, 
therefore, does not make that a contract which was not 
theretofore a contract simply because it is in writing as 
required by the statute. The consideration must exist 
and the writing will not make that a consideration which 
was not a consideration before being reduced to writing. 
This statement is clearly illustrated in the case of Jus- 
tice v. Lang just referred to. The trial judge found no 
consideration because of the void promise of the oppo- 
site party, so construed by his interpretation of the ef- 
fect of the statute. The Court of Appeals reversed the 
ruling and ordered a new trial, Judge Lott very fully and 
clearly disposing of the question as to the effect of the 
statute. He, however, found an implied promise from 
the language of the written memorandum. On the sec- 
ond trial the plaintiff secured judgment, but on appeal it 
was reversed, the court finding no expressed considera- 
tion. See Justice v. Lang, 2 N. Y. 323. 

Inasmuch as the statute affects the remedy only, and 
in effect destroys the mutuality of obligation, the courts 
exercise great care in the construction and application 
of its provisions and will not allow any improper use of 
it either for the enforcement of the agreement directly 
or indirectly or for the purpose of retaining property 
or services without compensation which have been re- 
ceived in pursuance of an oral agreement within the pro- 
visions of the statute, and herein lies the reason for the 
statement that the statute may almost be said to have 
caused as many frauds to be perpetrated as it has pre- 
vented. It has been the attempted abuse of the statute 
which has filled the law books with such a variety of 
cases 


The statute does not deprive the parties to an oral 


breach thereof, and for the reasons just stated, a party 
who has paid money or delivered property in pursuance 
of an oral agreement which the other party refuses to 
perform, may recover it in an action for money had and. 
received upon an implied promise to pay, and likewise 
one who has rendered services in execution of such an 
agreement may recover the value of the services rendered 
upon a quantum meruit. These propositions are clearly 
illustrated in the case of Day v. N. Y. C. & H. R. R. Co., 
51 N. Y. 583, in which case the plaintiff conveyed to the 
defendant a certain piece of land with the right of in-, 
gress and egress to and from it, and in consideration 
thereof the defendant agreed by parol to deliver to the 
plaintiff for temporary keeping all the stock transported 
eastward on its road from the Niagara River. Defend- 
ant performed its agreement for a little more than a 
year, and then repudiated it. In an action to recover 
the value of the land which had been conveyed, it was 
held that the plaintiff was entitled to recover its value, 
deducting therefrom the profits realized by him from the 
business during the time of the performance of the agree- 
ment by the defendant, as they were a part of the con- 
sideration moving between the parties. The opinion 
written by Judge Earl, says: 

“If one pays money or renders services or delivers 
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upon an agreement condemned by the statute 
of frauds, he may recover the money paid in an action 
for money had and received, and he may recover the 
value of his services and of his property upon an implied 
assumpsit to pay, provided he can show that he has been 
ready and willing to perform the agreement, and the 
other party has repudiated or refused to perform it. 
While the law in such a case will not sustain an action 
based on the agreement, it still recognizes its existence 
and treats it as morally binding, and for that reason will 
not give relief against a party not in default, nor in 
favor of a party who is in default in his performance 
of the agreement. A party who has received anything 
under such an agreement and then has refused to per- 
form it ought in justice to pay for what he has re- 
ceived, and hence the law for the purpose of doing jus- 
tice to the other party will imply an assumpsit. An as- 
sumpsit is never implied except where justice and equity 
of the case demand it.” 

The statement that the law will not give relief against 
ome not in default is well illustrated in the case of Cough- 
lin v. Knowles, 7 Metcalf 57, in which case the plaintiff 
orally agreed to purchase of another a tract of land and 
deposited with an attorney a sum of money to be paid 
aver to such party when he had executed a conveyance 
that would be approved by such attorney. Such convey- 
ance was subsequently executed and tendered to the 
plaintiff, but he refused to accept it, saying that he had 
changed his mind and did not want the property. He did 
not object to the conveyance. He then notified the at- 
torney that he should not carry out the agreement to buy 
the property and demanded his money, which was re- 

d. In an action brought to recover the money on the 
ground that the contract being oral he could not be 
compelled to perform it, the court held that such de- 
fense would be good in an action to enforce such a con- 
tract, but that this was not such an action, and that the 
provisions of the statute were not so broad as to extend 
to an action to recover money paid in pursuance of an 
oral contract within its provisions so long as the other 
party was no way in fault but able and ready to per- 
form his part of the agreement. See also Eaton v. Eaton, 
35 N. J. L. 290. ' 

While this case is also an illustration of the other 
statement of Judge Earl that relief will not be given 
in favor of one who is in default in his performance of 
the agreement, still the statement as it appears in the 
opinion is too broad, for it does not apply to cases where 
action is brought to recover the value of services ren- 
dered. In such cases the right to recover has been ex- 
tended to cases where the plaintiff himself has refused 
to go on with the agreement and has brought an action 
to recover the value of his services rendered. This prop- 
osition is clearly illustrated in the case of King v. Wel- 
came, 5 Gray 41, and in the opinion in this case the case 
of Coughlin v. Knowles is referred to and very clearly 
distinguished in the following language: 

“That action rests upon an implied assumpsit. The 
implied promise arises only upon the failure of the con- 
sideration upon which the money was paid. The plain- 
tiff fails to show any failure of consideration. He shows 
the money was paid upon a contract not void, and which 
the defendant is ready to perform. The consideration 
upon which it was paid exists unimpaired. If the defend- 
amt had refused to convey or had become unable to per- 
form there would be a failure of consideration, from 
which an implied promise would arise and the action 
could be maintained. In the case at bar the plaintiff 

‘shows services rendered for the defendant and their rea- 
sonable value. The defendant admitting the perform- 
ance of the labor and its value, says the plaintiff ought 
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not to recover because he made an entire contract for, 
year which he has not fulfilled. He, therefore, seeks 4, 
avail himself of the whole contract.” 

The existence and validity of a contract within ty 
provisions of the statute will also be recognized in action, 
to recover damages where such contract is inyo} 
except where the recovery of such damages wou 
amount to the enforcement of the contract as such. Thiy 
proposition is well illustrated in the case of Ricey 
Manley, 66 N. Y. 82, where the plaintiff had made a, 
oral contract with another to buy a large quantity 
cheese to be delivered at a future day, and although th 
contract was within the statute, both parties would hay 
performed had it not been for the fraud of the defen. 
aut, who by a feigned telegram purporting to come from 
the plaintiff, but delivered by himself personally, to th. 
effect that the plaintiff did not care for the cheese, jp. 
duced the other to sell him the cheese prior to the time 
of delivery to the plaintiff, and thereby caused the plain. 
tiff to be damaged. Recovery was allowed, and the cour 
held that it was immaterial whether such a contract could 
have been enforced by the plaintiff or not. The evidence 
showed that the parties would have performed, and that 
the plaintiff would have received the benefit thereof had 
it not been for the fraud of the defendant. The case oj 
Dung v. Parker, 52 N. Y. 494, has been said to be in 
conflict with this decision, but such would not seem tp 
be the case, for in that case damages were sought against 
one who had falsely represented himself to have author. 
ity to lease a certain property and made an oral agree. 
ment with plaintiff to lease the same for a period of sey- 
eral years, and on the strength of such oral agreement 
plaintiff had incurred expense in the way of fixtures. 
On finding that the defendant had no authority, he sued 
to recover the damages he had sustained. But the court 
would not allow recovery, holding that an agent who 
falsely represents his authority was liable for damages 
only in case the principal would have been liable had he 
had authority, and as the contract was oral it could not 
have been enforced. In other words, in each case the 
oral agreement was offered in evidence as the measure of 
damages and in the Rice v. Manley case it was good 
evidence,*while in the Dung v. Parker case it was no 
evidence at all. The latter case is, however, reasoned 
somewhat in the manner of the Carrington v. Roots case, 
heretofore referred to, and the case is not authority on 
the dicta contained in the opinion. 

To what extent a parol agreement within the statute 
will be admitted as proof of the value of the services 
rendered in an action of quantum meruit, see Burlingame 
v. Burlingame, 7 Cowen 92; Erben v. Lorillard, 19 N. Y. 
299, and Galvin v. Prentice, 45 N. Y. 162. How far courts 
of equity will go is not the province of this paper to dis- 
cuss, but it has been said that while equity recognizes and 
lays great stress upon the moral obligation of such con- 
tracts, it will not as a rule enforce them either directly 
or indirectly to any greater extent than will the courts 
of law. See Browne on the statute of frauds, chap. XIX. 

We now come to a consideration of the remaining 
portion of the subject of this paper, namely, what are the 
contracts that are covered by the statute? ; 

There is a class of contracts which are wholly withia 
the statute and another partially within. Before consid- 
ering the former, attention should be called to the latter. 
When a promise consists of several executory stipula- 
tions, one or more of which are within the provisions of 
the statute, it follows that if such stipulations are s0 
interdependent that the parties cannot reasonably be con- 
sidered to have contracted for aught but the complete 
performance of the whole, no recovery can be had om 
the parts of the promise which are not covered by the 
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te unless those covered by it are in writing as re- 
quired. This proposition is well illustrated in the case 
of Irvine v. Stone, 6 Cushing 508, where the defendants 
orally to buy a large quantity of coal and to pay 
. plaintiffs a stipulated price for it and also agreed to 
the freight within a stipulated rate. There was some 
deay in delivery owing to fluctuations in freight rates, 
several interviews between the defendants and the 
nt of the plaintiffs on the subject took place in 
which defendants waived the delay. The coal was 
shipped, but defendants refused to accept, saying that 
they had intended to countermand the order and thought 
they had done so. The plaintiffs sold the coal at auc- 
tion, paid the freight and sued to recover the balance of 
the purchase price and the amount of the freight. The 
defense being the statute of frauds, the court held that 
the plaintiffs could not recover for the coal; and the 
yment of the freight being an inseparable part of the 
reement no recovery could be had for that either, say- 
ing that the transportation of the coal, apart from the 
sale of it, was no benefit to the defendant and could 
not have been contemplated by either party to be paid 
for or to be done except in connection with the sale. 

In contracts of this kind, when the stipulations are 
capable of being reasonably performed separately and in- 
dependently, then recovery can be had on one or more of 
them to which the statute does not apply, provided the 
action is not brought on the entire contract. See Wood 
y, Benson, 2 Cromp. & Jervis 94. 

We now come to that group of contracts which are 
wholly within the provisions of the statute. These arc 
agreements upon which to charge an executor or ad- 
ministrator to pay the debts of an estate out of his own 
personal property; agreements whereby to charge a per- 
son for the payment of the debts, default or miscarriage 
of another; agreements upon consideration of marriage; 
agreements for the sale of lands, tenements or heredita- 
ments or an interest in or concerning them; agreements 
not to be performed within one year from the time of 
making; and agreements for the sale of any goods, wares 
or merchandise for the price of ten pounds sterling or 
over. 

The provision regarding the last mentioned class is 
the seventeenth section of the English statute and in 
New York State will be found in the Laws of 1897, chap- 
ter 417, section 21. As it refers to sales of personal prop- 
erty, which is a subject by itself, no consideration will be 
appropriate here. The provision regarding contracts for 
the sale of lands, etc., will be found in the Laws of 
New York, 1896, chapter 547, section 224, and as this is 
also a subject by itself, no consideration is appropriate 
here. The provision regarding agreements whereby to 
charge an executor-or administrator to pay the debts of 
an estate will be found in the New York Revised Stat- 
utes, Part II., Chapter 6, Title 5, Section 1, but as this 
is practically an agreement whereby to charge one per- 
son to pay the debts of another, it requires no special 
consideration here,.except to call attention particularly 
to the fact that it is to pay the debts out of his own 
personal esate, and not out of the estate of his testator 
or intestate, which latter, of course, he is obliged by law 
todo. The remaining classes of contracts are covered in 
New York by Chapter 417 of the Laws of 1897, Section 
21. This law has added two more classes to the list, 
namely conveyances or assignments of a trust in per- 
sonal property and a subsequent or new promise to pay 
a debt discharged in bankruptcy, but these do not re- 
_ consideration here, the latter because it is clearly 

efined in the words of the statute itself and the former 
because it is more properly considered under the head of 


Agreements made upon consideration of marriage re- 

quire very little consideration, except to call attention to 

the fact that the marriage must be the consideration, and 

the distinction must be carefully noted between contracts 

in consideration of marriage and contracts which are 

made merely in expectation or contemplation of mar- 

riage. The marriage or promise to marry must be the 

consideration or inducement. The distinction is well il- 

lustrated in the cases of Riley v. Riley, 25 Conn. 154, 

and Brown v. Conger, 8 Hun. 625. In the former, the 

plaintiff several years prior to her marriage, loaned a sum 

of money to the one whom she afterward married, taking 
his notes for such loans. As the law would operate to ex- 

tinguish the debt by the marriage, the intended husband 
promised her that if she would forbear to insist upon 
payment before marriage, the notes should not be extin- 
guished by the marriage but should remain good and 
collectible out of his estate. She complied, and after 
his death presented her claim to the administrator of 
his estate, who refused to pay them. In an action to 
compel payment, the court allowed the claim and held 
that it was not such an agreement as was required by the 
statute to be in writing, saying that the promise was 
made in consideration of forbearance and not in con- 
sideration of marriage, though it was made in contem- 
plation of marriage. “No benefit would accrue to either 
party in the event of the marriage any more than if 
it did not take place, and hence the marriage was not 
the consideration of the promise.” In the case of Brown 
v. Conger, defendant’s testator agreed by parol to give 
plaintiff one-third of his property of every kind in con- 
sideration of her marrying him. After a few years he 
died leaving a will in which no provision was made for 
such one-third to go to the plaintiff. The executor re- 
fusing to carry out the parol agreement, suit was brought, 
but the plaintiff was non-suited because the agreement 
being upon consideration of marriage could not be 
proved under the statute unless in writing. 

The next class of contracts are agreements that are 
“not to be performed within the space of one year from 
the making thereof.” 

A consideration of what is meant by these words 
is naturally divided into two parts: First, where the con- 
tract makes no mention of the time in which it is to be 
performed, and the other where a time is mentioned. 
Under the first head, the test as to whether it is a con- 
tract covered by the statute is not that it may not be 
performed within the year, nor that the parties expected 
that it would not, but it must appear from a reasonable 
and fair interpretation of the terms used by the parties, 
and in view of all the circumstances existing at the time, 
that the agreement does not admit of performance ac- 
cording to its language and intention within a year from 
the time of making. Hence where the performance de- 
pends upon the happening of some event or on some 
contingency which may or may not occur within the 
year, the agreement is not within the statute. The case 
of Kent v. Kent, 62 N. Y. 560, is illustrative of this prop- 
osition, being an action based upon an oral agreement 
between father and son, whereby the latter was to work 
on the former’s farm and was to receive payment after 
his father’s death for what his services were worth. The 
court held that the statute does not apply to an agree- 
ment that is uncertain as to time and which may con- 
sistently with its terms be performed within a year, al- 
though it is not probable or expected that it will be. 
As the death of the father might occur within the year 
the agreement was not within the statute. See also 
Fenton v. Emblers, 3 Burrows 1,278, and Talmadge v. 
Rensselaer & Saratoga R. R. Co., 13 Barbour 493, and 
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Where the agreement expressly states a time within 
which it must be performed and such time is more than 
a year, still it is not an agreement within the statute if it 
may reasonably be performed according to the fair un- 
derstanding and intention of the parties within a year 
from the time of making. The case of Walker v. John- 
son, 96 U. S. 424, is illustrative of this proposition. In 
that case the plaintiff had a contract for the construc- 
tion of a certain lock and dam, which contract he had 
obtained by assignment from the original contractors, of 
whom the defendant was one. The contract was in writ- 
ing, and the work was to be completed within about 
two years from the date of the contract. The defendant 
orally agreed to furnish the plaintiff the stones as they 
were required, which would be necessary to build the 
lock and dam. This, it appears, he did for a while and 
then refused to continue, whereby the plaintiff was dam- 
aged and sues to recover. The defendant claimed that 
as the work was not to be done within a year the agree- 
ment to furnish the stones could not be enforced as it 
was not in writing. But the court held that in order to 
bring the contract within the statute it must appear af- 
firmatively that the contract was not to be performed 
within the year. While the work was not required to be 
completed until the expiration of about two years, never- 
theless the contractor clearly had a right to push the work 
and finish it before that time, and so he “ad the right to 
require the detendant to deliver the stone necessary to 
enable him to do it, and the contract might be performed 
within the year. See also Clark v. Pendleton, 20 Conn. 
495, and Gault v. Brown, 48 N. H. 183. 

Where the manifest intent and understanding of the 
parties as shown by the words used and the circum- 
stances existing at the time are that the contract shall not 
be executed within the year, the mere physical possibility 
that the thing may be done within the year will not take 
i out of the statute. The performance must be such a 
performance as would be an execution of the contract ac- 
cording to the understanding of the parties. The case of 
Boydell v. Drummond, 11 East 156, is well illustrative 
of this proposition. In that case the plaintiff had pro- 
posed to publish a series of large prints illustrative of the 
works of Shakespeare. There were to be eighteen num- 
bers to be published at least one number annually, and the 
prospectus announced that two numbers would probably 
be produced in each year. Defendant became a subscriber 
but did not sign any regular subscription list. He re- 
ceived two numbers, for which he paid, the terms be- 
ing cash on delivery, and thereafter refused to take any 
more. The court held (Lord Ellenborough) that it was 
impossible to say that the parties contemplated that the 
work was to be performed within a year, and that “the 
whole scope of the undertaking shows that it was not to 
be performed within the year, and if, contrary to all physi- 
cal possibility, it could have been performed within that 
time, yet the whole work could not have been obtruded 
upon the subscribers at once so as to have entitled the 
publishers to demand payment of the whole subscription 
from them within the year.” 

The cases thus far considered have been those in which 
a time covering more than a year was allowed for per- 
formance. There is another class of cases where the 
agreement provides that the thing to be done is to be 
done during or after a definite time more than one year 
from the time of making the agreement. To agreements 
of this kind the statute applies in all cases, although the 
agreement may, consistently with its terms, cease to be 
operative in one year or less. There is a distinction, 
however, between agreements to do a thing and agree- 
ments to refrain from doing something. The case of 
Doyle vs. Dixon, 97 Mass. 208, is illustrative of the lat- 








ter. Here an agreement was made by the defendant 
he would not engage in a certain trade at a certain 
for the space of five years, having sold his business to th 
plaintiff. The agreement was oral, was broken, and thy 
suit brought to recover damages. It was held that Such 
agreement was not within the statute, because it woul 
fully performed if the promisor performed it as long as, 
lived, and he might die within the year. An agreemen 
therefore, which will be completely performed accordin, 
to its terms and intention, if either party should ‘ 
within the year, is not within the statute. On the other 
hand, if the agreement cannot be completely performe 
within the year, the fact that it may be terminated or fy. 
ther performance excused or rendered impossible by th. 
death of the promisee, or of another person, or of the 
promisor within the year, is not sufficient to take it out of 
the statute. This proposition is well illustrated in th. 
case of Hill v. Hoopes, 1 Gray 131, where an agreemen 
was made to employ a boy for five years and to pay the 
father certain sums at stated periods during that time, by 
the agreement was not carried out, and the father sue 
for the breach of contract. The Court held that such ay 
agreement was within the statute, for although by th 
death of the boy the services which were the consider. 
tion of the promise would cease and the promise, there. 
fore, be determined, it would certainly not be completely 
performed. So if the death of the promisor within the 
year would merely prevent full performance of the agree. 
ment, it is within the statute. On the other hand, if the 
death would leave the agreement completely performed 
and its purpose fully carried out, then it is not within the 
statute. 

From these cases it will be seen that the words “to be 
performed” mean fully performed, and although the per- 
formance is to begin and does in fact commence within 
the year, yet if the contract is not to be completely ex- 
ecuted within that period, the contract is within the 
statute. ‘“The word used in the statute,” says Lord Fl- 
lenborough, in the case of Boydell v. Drummond, “is 
performed, which ex vi termini must mean the complete 
performance or consummation of the work.” And again 
in the case of Bracegirdle v. Heald, 1 Barn. & Ald. 722, 
he says: “Will an inchoate performance, a part execution, 
satisfy the terms of the statute? I am of opinion it will 
not, and that there must be a full, effective and complete 
performance.” 

The next point in connection with the meaning of these 
words to which attention should be called is in cases 
where the agreement is of such a character that all that is 
to be performed on one side is to be performed within the 
year, while that to be performed on the other side is not. 
On this question the Courts are divided. In England, 
the case of Donellan v. Read, 3 Barn. & Ald. 899, is the 
authority. That was a case where the plaintiff, a land- 
lord who had leased premises at fifty pounds per year for 
a certain term, agreed orally to lay out fifty pounds in im- 
provements during a certain year if defendant would 
agree to pay five pounds extra rent during the remaining 
years of the tenancy. To this the tenant orally agreed 
and the improvements were made, but on demand being 
made for the increased rental the tenant refused, and suit 
was brought to recover. The Court held that the statute 
did not apply; that the words “to be performed,” as used 
in the statute, mean to be performed on either side, ani, 
therefore, the statute does not cover agreements to be 
performed on one side within the year. This construc- 
tion is held to be correct by the Courts of most of the 
United States, but it is not so held in Massachusetts, New 
York or Vermont. See Broadwell v. Getman, 2 Denio 
87. ‘The case of Pierce v. Paine’s Estate, 28 Vt. 34, very 
clearly sets forth the reasons for the opposite construc- 
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tion, The Court said it is the promise to be sued upon 
that it is not to be performed within the year. It is not 
the consideration for that promise, and it is immaterial 
whether the consideration be executed or executory. _ 
There is but one other matter in connection with this 
clause of the statute to which attention should be called, 
and that is the meaning of the words “within the space 
of one year from the making thereof.” In Bracegirdle 
y, Heald, heretofore referred to, Lord Ellenborough 
aid: “If we were to hold that a case which extended one 
minute beyond the time pointed out by the statute did not 
fall within its prohibition, I do not see where we should 








— 





stop, for in point of reason an excess of twenty years will 
equally not be within the act. Such difficulties rather 
turn upon the policy than upon the construction of the 
statute.” Accordingly it was held that, in a case where 


the parties had negotiated for the employment of one as 
bookkeeper and accountant and finally agreed on a Satur- 
day that the plaintiff should be employed for a year, to 
begin on the following Monday, such agreement was 
within the statute and could not be enforced unless in 
See Britain v. Rossiter, 11 Q. B. Div. 123. 


writing. 


(Zo be concluded in the June number.) 
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RECENT DECISIONS, 


KLLINOIS ANTI-TRUST LAW OF 1893 UNCON- 
STITUTIONAL. 


Union Sewer Pipe Company v. Connelly & Dee (U. 
S. Circuit Court, Seventh Circuit, Northern District of 
Illinois, decided Jan. 29, 1900.) : 


Section 9 of the Illinois Anti-Trust Law of 1893, which provides that ‘‘the 
provisions of this act shall not apply to agricultural products or live stock 
while in the hands of the producer or raiser,’’ taints the whole act, and 
renders it void as class and special legislation in contravention of the 
Federal and State Constitutions. 


Herbert Hamlin and Edwin Walker of counsel, for 
plaintiff; Henry Coghlin (O’Donnell & Coghlin) and 
John R. McFee, for defendants. 


KOHLSAAT, J.—Plaintiff in this case brings suit to re- 
eover upon certain promissory notes given by defendant for 
balance due on purchases and deliveries of sewer pipe. De- 
fendant pleads the general issue and gives notices thereunder 
of three special defenses, all of which are based upon the 
theory that plaintiff was a trust or combination organized 
for the express purpose of creating and carrying out restrict- 
tions in trade, contrary— 


“1. To the common law in force both in Ohio and Illinois; 
“2. To the act of Congress of July 2, 1896, commonly called 
the Sherman act, and 


“3. To the statutes of the State of Illinois taking effect 
on July 1, 1893.” 


As to the matters set out in the first notice of special de- 
fense, it is undoubtedly true that by the common law contracts 
which are themselves directly in restraint of trade may in a 
proceeding based thereon be declared void and unenforceable 
by the courts, but there is no case brought to the attention of 
the court in which it has been held that at common law a 
contract not in itself in restraint of trade is void because one 
of the parties thereto is a party to a contract which is in 
restraint of trade, and the one contract is indirectly based 
upon the other. The fact that one party to a contract is en- 
gaged in illegal acts will not at common law avail the other 
Party as a defense to the enforcement of a contract in itself 
legal. The first notice of special defense will therefore be 
stricken out. 


It will be seen by an inspection of the so-called Sherman 
act, and of the opinion of Justice Packham in the Addystone 
Pipe and Steel Company case, decided by the United States 
Supreme Court on Dec, 4, 1899, that the act only covers con- 
tracts which are themselves directly in restraint of trade, and 
does not affect those which “merely indirectly, remotely, inci- 
dentally or collaterally regulate to a greater or less degree 
interstate commerce among the States.” It therefore follows 
that the second matter of special defense set up must be 
stricken out. 


Now, coming to the ground of special defense set up in the 
third notice, to wit, the Illinois statute which went into effect 
on July 1, 1893, this statute in terms provides that the defense 
herein set up may be maintained as a bar; and if the statute 
is valid, then plaintiff cannot recover in this case if it be, 
as averred by defendant, a corporation organized in restraint 
of trade and a trust under the definition contained in said 
statute. Plaintiff contends that the said statute is unconstitu- 
ional, (1) because it is obnoxious to section 1 of the fourteenth 
amendment of the Federal Constitution, which reads in part as 
follows: 


“No State shall make or enforce any law which shall 
abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United 
States, nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty 
or property without due process of law, nor deny to any person 
within its jurisdiction the equal protection of laws.” And 
also (2) because it is in contravention of section 22 of Article 
4 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois, which reads in 
part as follows: 


“In all other cases where a general law can be made ap- 
plicable, no special law shal] be enacted.” 


The said statute of July 1, 1893, after defining a trust and 
setting out the various penalties provided for violation of the 
act, provides, in section 9, that: 


“The provisions of this act shall not apply to agricultural 
products or live stock while in the hands of the producer or 
raiser.” 


Can it be claimed that under this clause (9) every person 
within the jurisdiction of the State of Illinois has equal pro- 
tection of the laws? Is not this class legislation? Is it in 
accordance with section 1 of the fourteenth amendment to 
the Federal Constitution that those who produce or raise agri- 
cuitural products or live stock shall be exempted from the 
provisions of the statute which by its terms are binding upon 
every other citizeu or person within the State? I think clearly 
not. I am of the opinion that this statute contains both class 
and special legislation and is in contravention of both the 
Federal and State constitutions, and therefore void. 





——=—= 
It is urged that, granting the unconstitutionality of 
ninth clause, yet it may be declared void without affecting thy 
validity of the remaining clauses of said act. If this Were gy, 

then by declaring said clause void, the courts would 
the act binding upon those classes of persons within the 
which the Legislature had specially exempted from its 
visions. This would be judicial legislation of the most 
character. In my opinion the said clause 9 taints the 

act and renders it all void. Therefore, the special defense g¢ 
up in the third notice must be stricken out. 

It follows upon the record, as it is with the said 
matters of special defense stricken out, that a verdict must 
be given for the plaintiff for the face of the notes in 
and interest thereon from maturity at 5 per cent. and the jury 
will be so instructed. 








THE POWER OF A COURT OF EQUITY TO Dg 
CREE THE DISSOLUTION OF A CORPORA. 
TION—BUILDING AND LOAN ASSOCIA. 
TIONS. 


Henry W. Wolseley, Receiver, etc., v. James H., Gi} 
bert et al. (Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois, de 
cided Feb. 19, 1900). 

A Court of Equity has no inherent power to decree the dissolution 
a going concern or the appointment of a receiver thereof. 

Building and loan associations are not so far different from ordinary 


business corporations, as to warrant the application of @ contrary doctrin 
to them. 


Newman, Northrup & Levinson, solicitors for com- 
plainants. 


Knight & Brown, solicitors for respondents. 


GARVER, J: The Pacific Loan & Homestead Association 
was an Illinois corporation organized under the Building and 
Loan Association act, and at the time the proceedings wer 
instituted against it, referred to in the plea, was a going con- 
cern. The bills and petitions filed charged acts of fraud and 
mismanagement in the conduct of the business on the part of 
its officers. Subsequently a number of these suits were con- 
solidated in the Superior Court under one number and title, 
namely, Davis v. Pacific Loan & Homestead Association. In 
this consolidated case various stockholders filed intervening 
petitions, and in all these petitions thus filed, substantially the 
same relief was asked as in the original case. July 13, 18%, 
Franklin Ames was appointed receiver of the association, and 
Aug. 13, 1897, Ames was removed and Henry W. Wolseley was 
appointed in his stead, and has since been collecting the 
assets. 


The bill in this case was filed by Wolseley as receiver, 
and to this bill the defendants have filed a plea, in which they 
have incorporated a transcript of the proceedings, pleadings 
and papers on file and before the court at the time the order 
was entered, appointing Wolseley receiver. The plea con- 
cludes with a verification, alleging that the Superior Court 
was without jurisdiction of the subject matter of the bills 
and intervening petition at the time of the appointment of 
Wolseley as receiver; that his appointment is void, and he 
has no power to maintain this suit. This plea has been set 
down for hearing, and its allegations of fact are therefore ad- 
mitted, and its sufficiency in law denied. 


Many of the cases cited by complainant only hold that a 
failure to raise the objection of an adequate remedy at law, 
or a neglect to exhaust that remedy, effectually waives it 
Where matters are a proper subject of equity jurisdiction, but 
a party may have an adequate remedy at law as well, or 
where a court will only take jurisdiction upon the exhaustion of 
the legal remedy, these prerequisite conditions may be waived. 
There is another class of cases, however, where the subject 
matter of certain rights does not come within the jurisdiction 
of a court of equity at all, and no effort or attempt to insti- 
tute or find legal remedies, though attended with failure, can 
confer such jurisdiction upon the court. 


The defendants claim that the subject matter of the bills 
and intervening petitions was wholly foreign to any recognized 
head of equity jurisprudence. 


It seems to have been conceded on the argument that a 
court of equity has no inherent jurisdiction to decree the 
dissolution of a corporation. If the subject matter of the bills 
and petitions, which were before the court when the receiver 
was appointed, was the dissolution of the corporation, then 4 
court of equity, being without jurisdiction to decree the dis- 
solution of a corporation, would be without jurisdiction to 
grant something incidental thereto, namely, the appointment of 
a receiver, unless it can be,shown that building associations 
are excepted from the rule. 


The law as to the power of courts of equity in the absence 
of statutory provisions, over ordinary business corporations, 
is clearly laid down by our Supreme Court in the case of 
People v. Weigley, 155 Ill. 502. In that case a bill was filed 
against the Northwestern Shoe Company, alleging the com- 
mencement of certain suits against it, and the levy of attach- 
ment writs on its property, and that by reason thereof, the 
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ceased do business. It was charged in 
corporation, ie a receiver .- appointed, the assets would 
the bil more than sufficient to pay its debts. The bill further 

e the company was indebted in a large amount, and if 
y were turned over and permitted to be operated 

receiver, it would enure to the advantage of the stock- 

. and creditors, and would result in leaving something 
holdtride among the stockholders. It was then claimed that 
to divide Sy had title to the lands on which its buildings 
the aeated upon condition that its business be kept in mo- 
were nd that if the Sheriff was permitted to retain possession 

* tle would be forfeited. The bill prayed that the corpora- 
the tf ight be dissolved and its affairs wound up; that its 
tion “mg and assets might be properly marshalled, collected 
proper etributed under the direction of the court; that a re- 

iver might be appointed to take possession of the property, 
oor that he be vested with the powers of receivers in chan- 
and and given authority to collect, marshal and dispose of 
pany ered of the company. The bill further prayed that the 
the hing creditors might be restrained from prosecuting their 
- It is apparent that there was an attempt made to 
ring the bill under the provisions of Section 25 of the Gen- 
biincorporation act. But the court held that it did not 

me within the terms of that act, and that, independently 
pe the act, a court of equity had no power to decree the 
dissolution of a corporation. The court then considered the 
sition which was advanced that even if the court did not 
have the power to decree the dissolution of a corporation, still, 
it did have the power to appoint a receiver, and, upon that 

ject the court said (page 502): 

“The relief sought by the bill in this case was the disso- 
jution of the corporation, and settlement of its business. The 

pointment of a receiver was a mere incident to that relief to 
srable the court to take possession of the property and busi- 
ness of the company, and finally wind up its affairs. It is 
clear that if the court was without jurisdiction to grant the 
ultimate relief prayed by the bill, it had no power to appoint 
a receiver, and authorize him to assume possession and con- 
trol of the corporation assets. It is well settled by decisions 
ef courts, as well as authorities generally, that courts of chan- 
cery are without jurisdiction to decree the dissolution of a 
eorporation, except in so far as that jurisdiction is conferred 
tute. 

D eherefere follows that if the “ultimate relief’ within the 
meaning of those terms as used by the Supreme Court in the 
above decision, which was sought by the bills and intervening 
petitions in the Davis case, was the dissolution of the corpora- 
tion and the winding up of its affairs; and the appointment 
of a receiver, and the other matters prayed for in the bilis 
and petitions, a mere incident to that relief, then the court 
was without jurisdiction unless its powers over building as- 
sociations are different — that which it exercises over the 

business corporation, 

ay 7 Bo not seem to me that the word “dissolution” simply 
means the forfeiture of the corporate franchise, as contended 
for by counsel for complainants. The dissolution of a cor- 
poration means the closing up of its business, the winding up 
of its affairs and the distribution of its assets among its 
stockholders. I believe that was the sense in which the term 
was used by the Supreme Court in the Weigley case. What 
the parties wanted in that case, and what the Supreme Court 
gaid they could not have, was a taking charge of the property 
by the court and the “dissolution and settlement of its busl- 
ness.” “The appointment of a receiver was a mere incident 
to that relief to enable the court to take possession of the 
property and business of the company and finally wind up 
its affairs." These are the court’s own words in that case. 
It seems to me clear that the object of the bill in that case 
(filed by a stockholder), was not the annulment of the cor- 
porate franchise, but a sequestration of its property and the 
winding up of its affairs—and so it was understood by the 
Supreme Court. In Hardon vs. Newton, 14 Blatch. 376, 11 Fed. 
cas. 500, the court said: : 

“The special relief which is prayed for is the dissolution of 
the defendant corporation, and the appointment of a receiver 
to divide the assets among the stockholders and creditors, 
which division would be a practical dissolution. A court of 
chancery by virtue of its general equity powers, in the ab- 
sence of statutory provision, is not authorized to dissolve a cor- 
poration, or to distribute the assets of a corporation, which is 
pursuing its ordinary business, among its stockholders, so as 
to effect a practical and actual dissolution. A court of equity 
may hold the trustees of a corporation accountable for a breach 
of the trust, but cannot divest it of its corporate character and 
capacity, unless under the circumstances and in the cases in 
which the court is specially empowered by statute. 

The bill in that case charged mismanagement by the offi- 
cers, and prayed for a discovery, the appointment of a receiver, 
the distribution of the assets, a dissolution of the corporation 
and general relief. In Barton v. International Fraternal Alli- 
ance (Md.) 36 Atl. 658, a bill was filed asking for an injunction 
against its officers, for a decree declaring it insolvent, and ad- 
judging it to be dissolved, for the appointment of a receiver and 
for general relief. The Court said: 

“The respondent’s first objection to the granting of the re- 
lief prayed for is that the bills and answers thereto do not 
make out a case within the jurisdiction of the court. * * 
There can be no question that the granting of the relief asked 
Would necessarily result in the dissolution of the corporation 
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and the forfeiture of its charter. Apart from statutory power, 
t remedial 








power exercised by courts of equity in such cases (that ie, 
where fraud, mismanagement and collusion on the part of the 
corporate authorities are alleged) extends no further than the 
granting of an injunction against any special misconduct on the 
part of the corporate officers; and, although the facts shown 
may be sufficient foundation for an injunction, the court will 
not enlarge its jurisdiction by taking the affairs of the cor- 
poration out of the management of its own officers and p 

them in the hands of a receiver.” 

In Hinckley v. Pfister, 83 Wis. 64, the bill charged acts of 
mismanagement and fraud and the fraudulent issue of bonds. 
The prayer was that the amount due to the complainants 
might be ascertained; that an account might be taken of all the 
corporate property; that a receiver be appointed for such prop- 
erty; that it be sold under the direction of the court and ap- 
plied in payment of its debts and the residue brought into 
court to be disposed of; that certain bonds and stock com- 
plained of might be cancelled. It will be noted that there was 
no prayer in the bill asking in so many words for the “dissolu- 
tion of the corporation.” The Court said (page 26): 

“The complaint of Hinckley, as well as that of the Electric 
Railway Company, seems to have been framed upon the theory 
of obtaining a decree substantially winding up the corporation, 
taking an account of its assets, and the adjustment of its lia- 
bilities, and the application of its property to their payment, 
and the division of the surplus, if any, between the stockhold- 
ers. It is scarcely necessary to cite authorities to show that a 
stockholder, as such, cannot maintain a complaint for such 
purpose, and no case has been cited to show that such a suit 
can be maintained in equity by a corporation.” 

In the case of Coquard v. National Linseed Oil Co., 171 IL 
480, a bill was filed by a stockholder asking for a complete dis- 
covery of the affairs of the corporation, for an injunction re- 
straining the officers from preventing him examining its books, 
from negotiating a proposed loan, declaring dividends, paying 
any further sums as compensation to indorsers on its papers, 
and that a receiver might be appointed, and the corporation 
wound up and its assets distributed according to law. It will 
be noticed that in this case the words “dissolution of the cor- 
poration” were not used in the prayer of the bill. A demurrer 
was sustained to the bill, and the Supreme Court affirmed the 
judgment, saying (page 485): 

“Courts of Chancery have no general power to appoint re- 
ceivers of corporations, and can only appoint them where ex- 
pressly authorized by statute. In the absence of statutory au- 
thority they have no jurisdiction to decree the dissolution of a 
corporation by decreeing the forfeiture of its franchise. The 
whole power of gourts of equity in such cases is derived from 
Section 20, Chapter 32, of the Revised Statutes. Complainant 
did not bring himself within any provision of that section, and 
is not entitled to the appointment of a receiver of the dissolu- 
tion of the corporation.” 

I, therefore, hold that a court of equity has no jurisdiction 
of the subject matter of a bill of complaint which asks for the 
collection and distribution of the assets of a going corporation, 
the winding up of its affairs and the dissolution of such cor- 
poration. 

A bill for the appointment of a receiver alone is unknown. 
Receivers, aside from those specifically provided for by statute, 
are appointed for the purpose of preserving and protecting prop- 
erty in litigation and as merely incidental to some other relief 
asked for. The bills and intervening petitions, therefore, cannot 
be sustained under any head of equitable jurisprudence as bills 
for the appointment of a receiver. If the court had jurisdiction 
to appoint a receiver, that jurisdiction must have come as an 
incident to its right to grant other relief prayed for in the bills 
of complaint. 

Were there any facts alleged, or any prayers contained, in 
these bills of complaint which gave the court jurisdiction to ap- 
point a receiver for the corporation itself? Upon an examina- 
tion of the biils and intervening petitions it will be found that 
the prayer may be divided into substantially the following 
heads: 

1. The removal of the officers. 

2. The recovery of certain real estate, transferred to one of 
the officers. 

8. The appointment-of a receiver until the shareholders 
should decide upon their future course of procedure. 

4. An accounting with the officers. 

5. The collection of the assets and their distribution. 

6. The dissolution of the corporation. 

It is contended by counsel for complainant that any one of 
five grounds above stated was sufficient to give a court of equity 
jurisdiction to appoint a receiver for the corporation. I cannot 
agree with this conclusion. The general scope and purpose o8 
all the bills and intervening petitions was a winding up and 
complete settlement of the affairs of the association. This is 
not alone my view, but is the view of the court which appointed 
the receiver. The finding in the order of his appointment is as 
follows: 

“It appearing to the court that it would be for the best in- 
terests of the parties to this cause that a permanent receiver be 
appointed for the purpose of winding up the affairs of said de- 
fendant, the Pacific Loan & Homestead Association, etc.” 

The removal of the officers might give the court jurisdiction 
to appoint a temporary receiver until a meeting of the stook- 
holders could be held, but such a receiver could not exercise the 
power attempted to be exercised in the above case. Any in- 
ference, however, that the court entertained jurisdiction on this 
ground is negatived by the express provision of the order that 
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We are glad to announce two items of special importance : 


First: 


Keasbey on Electric Wires in Streets and Highways, 


SECOND EDITION. 
Is nearly ready for delivery. The author writes us: “| have made the chapter on Negligence very 
full and thorough, almost entirely new. Title of the last chapter is Electric Lines and Property, ang 
under this will be treated the question whether they will be Real or Personal Property; whether they 
are subject to Mechanics’ Liens, or subject to Taxation.” The development of the law on this subject 
since the first edition makes this revision a necessity, and we are now offering a full text with up-to 
date notes, on the Law Relating to the use of Streets and Public Highways for Lines of Electric Wires, 


Overhead or Underground. 
Second : 


I Volume, $4.00 net ; $4.25 prepaid. 


We have in press for early publication a second edition of 


Cobbey on Replevin as Administered by the English and American Courts, 


Being a full text with over 12,000 citations, beginning with: What may be Replevied, Who are Proper 
Parties, In What Court the Action should be Brought, etc., including Affidavit and Petition, Error and 
Appeal, Form of Affidavit, Petition, Answer, Instructions, Verdict, etc., closing with the treatment of 


all matters arising in the prosecution and Defense of an Action on the Replevin Bond. 


$6.00 net ; $6.25 prepaid. 


I Volume, 
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the receiver is appointed for the purpose of winding up the af- 
fairs of the association. The fact that certain property had 
been transferred to one of the officers might give the court ju- 

ction to appoint a receiver for that specific property, but I 
cannot conceive upon what principle of legal or equitable juris- 
prudence it could be held that such facts would give the court 
jurisdiction to appoint a receiver for the corporation itself. It 
is true that under certain circumstances shareholders of a cer- 
poration, the jurisdictional facts (namely, a refusal on the part 
of the corporation to proceed), having been shown, may file a 
bill in equity alleging mismanagement and fraud of the officers 
of the corporation, and may procure relief in equity by way of 
an accounting from those officers. But such facts do not war- 
rant the court in appointing a receiver of the corporation, or 
give it jurisdiction to sequester its assets. I think it is safe to 
say that in every case where the court has held that it has been 
without jurisdiction to decree the dissolution of a corporation, 
or to wind up its affairs, the bills under which the relief was 
sought asked for an accounting with the officers. 

In the case of Mason v. Supreme Court of Equitable League, 
77 Md. 483, the court adopted the language of Mr. High, in his 
book on receivers, saying: 

“It is true, equity may properly compel officers of corpora- 
tions to account for any breach of trust in their official capacity. 
Yet, in the absence of statutes extending its jurisdiction, it will 
usually decline to assume control over the management of the 
affairs of a corporation, upon a bill alleging fraud, mismanage- 
ment and collusion on the part of the corporate authorities, 
since such interference would necessarily result in the dissolu- 
tion of the corporation, and the court would thus accomplish 
indirectly what it has no power to do directly. The remedial 
power exercised by courts of equity in such cases ordinarily ex- 
tends no further than the granting of an injunction against any 
special misconduct on the part of the corporate officers, and al- 
though the facts shown may be sufficient foundation for such an 
injunction, the court will not enlarge its jurisdiction by taking 
the affairs of the corporation out of the management of its own 
officers and placing them in the hands of its receivers. 

In Neall v. Hill, 16 Cal. 145, 76 Am. Dec. 408, the bill charged 
acts of mismanagement against certain of the directors, and on 
the final hearing the court decreed the removal of certain of the 
officers, the sale of the corporate property, an injunction from 
transacting further business, and appointed a receiver to take 
possession of the property and business of the corporation, coi- 
lect the debts, sell the stock and apply the same as provided in 
the judgment. The court reversed the decree, and said: 

We are also of the opinion that the court erred in the ap- 
pointment of a receiver and in decreeing a sale of the property 
and a settlement of the affairs of the corporation. This decree, 
if permitted to stand, must necessarily result in the dissolution 
of the corporation; and in that event the court will have accam- 





plished, in an indirect mode, that which in this proceeding, it 
had no power to do directly. It is well settled that a court of 
equity, as such, has no jurisdiction over corporate bodies for 
the purpose of restraining their operations or winding up their 
concern. There is no doubt that in the present case the court 
had jurisdiction to compel the officers of the corporation to ac- 
count for any breach of trust; but the jurisdiction for that pur- 
— was over the officers personally and not over the corpora- 
on. 

Even though it might be admitted that in certain cases 
where an accounting is asked from the officers of a corporation, 
a receiver could be appointed, such receivership would neces 
sarily be of a temporary character, and could not confer upon 
the receiver any such powers as are attempted to be exercised 
in this proceeding. In addition, as I have pointed out, any ‘dea 
that the court assumed jurisdiction under this branch of the 
bill is negatived by the express declaration in the order that 
the receiver was appointed for the purpose of winding up the 
affairs of the corporation. 

It seems to me that it is apparent, and I hold, that the gen- 
eral purpose and scope of all the bills and intervening petitions 
is the winding up of the association. The other relief asked for 
in the bills is iner- v incid+ ntal to this ulti:nate desire, ant ‘r 
the purpose of enabling it to be carried out. The officers are to 
be removed, an accounting to be had, the property to be brought 
back to the associatio n and the assets to be collected, for one 
purpose, namely, a winding up of the association, a settlement 
of its affairs and the distribution of its property among the 
stockholders. Under all the authorities which have been called 
to my attention this amounts to a “practical dissolution” of the 
corporation, and would also, as adjudged by those authorities, 
enable a court of equity “to do indirectly what it could not do 
directly.” I therefore conclude that unless a court of equity 
has an inherent jurisdiction over building and loan associations, 
which it does not exercise over ordinary corporations, the order 
appointing the complainant receiver of the Pacific Loan & 
Homestead Association was and is void. 

Counsel for complainant have cited a number of cases where 
courts of equity have seized hold of the assets of corporations 
under certain conditions and administered them. Without re- 
viewing those cases at length, it is sufficient to say that in al- 
most all of them the court took hold of the assets, either be- 
cause there had been a legal forfeiture of the charter of the cor- 
poration or because the corporation and its stockholders had s0 
conducted themselves that there had already in fact, if not in 
name, been a dissolution of the corporation and an abandon- 
ment-of its franchises and corporate assets It is well settled 
law that upon the dissolution of a corporation its assets vest in 
its stockholders, and a court of equity may seize hold of them 
and make distribut and conditions have arisen where the 
courts have held that the acts of the corporation were tanta- 
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UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT REPORTS. 


By WM. HEPBURN RUSSELL and WM. BEVERLY WINSLOW of the New York Bar. 
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Together with table of cases, table of citations, syllabus of decisions and index digest upon 
anew plan. Every point in every case decided by the Supreme Court stated in digest form. 
The cases arranged alphabetically. All subsequent citations to each decided point fully 
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Ynited States Supreme Court Reporte bearing upon that point. 


The work will be at once a TABLE OF CASES, TABLE OF CITATIONS, OFFICIAL SUMMARY of all the 
decisions of the Supreme Court, and AN INDEX DIGEST thereto. The cases and their syllabi will be arranged alpha- 
betically by cases and the INDEX DIGEST by subjects. The year in which each decision was made will also be 


shown. 


This wil! be the first, the best and only complete digest, index, summary and table of cases of the Supreme Court Reports. It will be 
absolutely indispensable to every lawyer practicing in the Federal Courts, whether he owns the Reports of the Supreme Court or not. 

The syllabus of each case following the case in its alphabetical arrangement is the official syllabus from the official Reports of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, of which we own the exclusive copyright, and, therefore, this work is in effect 4 CONDENSED 
SET OF UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT REPORTS, something never before offered to the profession. 


WILL SEND SAMPLE PACES ON APPLICATION. 


—_—_—_ a —_ 


mount to a dissolution. The difference between that situation 
and the situation before the Superior Court at the time com- 
plainant was appointed receiver, however, is, that in the cases 
cited the condition vesting the court with jurisdiction had been 
brought about by the corporation itself. In the Davis case the 
court was asked, and sought, to create the condition by seizing 
the corporate property and ending its corporate capacity 
through a receivership and injunction—thus doing indirectly 
what it could not do directly, namely, forfeiting the corporate 
franchise and dissolving the corporation. At the time the bills 
were filed in the Davis case the corporation was a going con- 
cern, in full possession of its corporate powers and franchises. 
It is true, its officers were charged with fraud and misman- 
agement, but it was nevertheless an active corporation. It had 
not ceased to do business, made a voluntary assignment, at- 
tempted to go into voluntary liquidation, nor done any act 
which might have been construed as a voluntary relinquish- 
ment by it of its corporate franchises and business. I am, 
therefore, compelled to hold that there was no element con- 
tained in any of the bills of complaint which gave the court 
jurisdiction to appoint a receiver or wind up the affairs of the 
corporation. 

Can it, however, be said that a building association is so far 
different from an ordinary business corporation that special 
rules are applicable to, and a special jurisdiction created for it? 
I think not. A building and loan association is a corporation. 
The principles which lie at the bottom of the relationship ex- 
isting between it and its members are the same principles 
which apply to all corporations, and those principles are as 
old as corporate law. 

It is urged that the assets of a building assoiciation are a 
trust fund for its stockholders and creditors, but I have yet to 
learn of a single instance where it has been held that by vir- 
tue of the trust relationship a court of equity may seize hold 
of that fund, wrest it from an active-going corporation and 
administer it under its general equity powers. 

The case of Broadwell vs. Inter Ocean Homestead and Loan 
Association, 161 Ill. 327 (cited by complainant’s counsel), was a 
case where a bill had been filed for the appointment of re- 
ceiver by a stockholder, and a receiver had béen appointed. 
Subsequently, the Attorney General intervened under the stat- 
ute. Still later the association made its affairs solvent, which 
fact was certified to by the. auditor. Upon a motion to turn 
its assets back, the Attorney General objected and appealed. 
The Supreme Court held that the association, having made 
itself solvent, the Attorney General was not in any wise inter- 
ested in ‘the matter. The language cited by complainant’s 
counsel is as follows: , 

“The court had jurisdiction of this corporation under the 
original bill, and was by its receiver appointed in that case, in 
Possession and control of its business and assets. The juris- 
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diction was neither taken away nor interfered with by the in- 
tervening petition. If, through the subsequent action of the 
shareholders, or Board of Directors, the court became satis- 
fied that the errors and irregularities in the management of 
its business had been corrected, and its assets so increased as 
to render it solvent, there was no reason why it might not, in 
the exercise of sound legal discretion, order its receiver to re- 
transfer the business and assets back to its Board of Direc- 
tors, and permit it to resume business in accordance with its 
charter and the statutes.” 

Now, I cannot, by the most liberal interpretation, construe 
that to mean more than that the court had jurisdiction of the 
person of the corporation, and had physical possession of its 
assets, and therefore had a right to instruct the receiver to re- 
turn them. The question of the jurisdiction of the subject mat- 
ter was not an issue in that case, and I scarcely think it can 
be contended that the Supreme Court, by anything it said in 
that case, intended to indicate a rule that a court of equity 
may wind up the affairs of the building association at the suit 
of the stockholders. * ™ 

have always been impressed with the soundness of the 
opinion of Judge Tuley in the case of Franklin vs. The Asso- 
ciation, delivered Feb. 28, 1898. It was there expressly held 
that the Legislature could limit the remedy against a building 
and loan association at the instance of a stockholder. The 
Legislature which created the building association has the 
power to provide in what manner stockholders may proceed to 
wind it up, and to provide when the officers of the estate may 
interfere. Many of those provisions seem to me to be very wise. 
The State is given power through its officers to act. If they 
fail in their duty, then nine stockholders may proceed, but 


they ought to be required to proceed according to law. If. as 
was held in the Bakanowicz case by Judge Tuley, a court of 
equity has no power to appoint a receiver under the statute, 
on the application of less than nine stockholders, then surely 
the appointment of a receiver without even an attempt to com- 
ply with the statute, must be void. And it ought to be held. 
void, because it is a simple matter to procure the requisite 


number of stockholders or to induce action by the State officials. 
There ought to be no divided responsibility, and the right of 
action ought to be left where the statute has placed it. 

Having reached the conclusion which I have indicated, it 
seems to me that the present is an opportune time to hold this 
plea good. The question will in all likelihood have to be passed 
upon by a higher court, and the record is now in the best pos- 
sible shape to present that question to a court of review, and 
procure a speedy decision. 

When a statute has clearly provided a remedy, it seems to 
me that ft is usually the safest course, and fully in consonance 
with legal principles, to give that statute full force and effect. 

I therefore hold the plea to be good. 
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BAR ASSOCIATIONS AND LAW 
LIBRARIES. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
(Organized A 21, 1878.) 
President—Charles F. Manderson, Omaha Neb. 
-John Hinkley, 215 N. Charies &t., Balti- 


more, 
Treasurer—Francis Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel 
phia, Pa. 





Seoretary— William A. Poandinaaet, New York. 
Treasurer—T. H. Green, Sioux Vity, Iowa. 
COMMERCIAL LAW LEAGUE OF AMERICA. 
zed Angust 15, ~_ * 


(Organi 
t—Charles R. Miller, Seo ns toll 
ng Soot eA Kee ull, Buffalo, N.Y. 
Krauthoff, KansaaCity, Mo. 
ee ee a! K. Sumerwell, New York City. 


CANADIAN BAR ASSOCIATION. 
President—Jno. 


(Organized Janu 15, 1879.) 
President—J. J. Willett, pra A 


Secretary and Treasurer—Alex. Troy, Montgomery. 


- 
eet 
Siopetient—Debert S —— Sitke. 
Secretary—F. D. Kelsey, Juneau. 
Treasurer—T. J. eo — 


( 4 March 4, 1894.) 
President—A. C. 
—Wade H. Hulings, Phoenix. 
Treasurer—W alter Bennett. 


ARKANSAS. 
(Organized March 15, 1882.) 
President—Henry C. Caldwell, Little Rock. 
Secretary—De E. Bradshaw, Little Rock. 
Treasurer—George E. Scns some Little Rock. 


(Organised § eptapher a a ) 
President—Caldwell Yeaman 
Secretary and iaenenpendaneinn wv. Hoyt, Denver. 


( J 2, 1875. 
potas SE eee 
Secretary—Charl 


es M. Joslyn, Hartford. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


J 1877. 
a at fart fuse ) 
Secretary and Treasurer—J. H. 


INDIANA. 


(Organized June 23, 1896.) 
President—R. 8. Taylor, Fort Wayne, 
Secretary—Merrill Moores, Indiana; 
Treasurer—Theodore P. Davis, Noblesville. 

10WA. 
December 27, 1894. 


, Springfield. 


( 
President—L. 


oar oe ee 
m1 ton 
Treasurer—George F F Henry Des Moin oines. 


a3enes an 9, 
Brestent_©. © Eames = ae ta 
‘Treasurer—Howell Some, opeka. 
KENTUCKY. 
President—Malcolm Yeaman, Henderson. 
Secretary—J. G. Poore, Frankfort. 
LOUISIANA. 


(Organized A an 1899. 
President—Henry P. Dart ~on 
Secretary— Wm. 8. Benedict, ‘ew Orleans. 


MAINE. 
(Organized March 18, 1891. 
President— Wallace H. Wie Lewin, ~ ik wend 
Secretary and Treasurer— C. Cornish, Augusta. 
MARYLAND. 

(Organized A: 1896. 
President—Henry Page, ny an” 
ss, W. Sams, Baltimore. 

Frank G. Turner, Baltimore. 
MICHIGAN. 





MINNESOTA. 
arent October 2. 1883.) 


ee ot Taylor — 
Treasurer—David F. Simpson, 
MISSISSIPPI. 


tte. 
a I Og Russell, Helena. 
F. D. Miracle Helena. 
Organi ak enauen 27, 1900. 
( niz an ) 
Tocstient—senge E. Wake ey, Omaha. 


Secretary—W. P. MoUrear), Hastin 
Treasurer—S. P. Davidson, rete. 
NEW H 


Organized A 1878. 

( ugnst TY ) 
President - Irving W. Secu Tenens iter. 

Secretary and Treasurer—Arthur H. Chase, Concord 

NEW JERSEY. 
Pyesiiant—Seaael Grey, 
A.C Wall, Hudson. 

‘Treasurer—Chas. C. Black, Hudson. 


NEW MEXIOO. 
(Organized January 19, 1886.) 
President—A. A. Freeman, Carlsbad. 
Secretary— Edward L. Bartlett, Santa Fe. 
—George W. Knaebel, Santa Fe. 
NEW YORK. 
(Organised May 3. 1876.) 
President— Francis M. Finch, Ithaca. 
a E. Wadbams, a 
Corresponding Secretary— George Lawyer, Albany. 
Treasurer—Henry A. Peckham, Albany. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 

ized Feb 10, 1°99.) 
President_Chae. - Warren, Washington. 
Secretary and Treasurer—J. C. Biggs, Chapel Hill. 


OKLAHO! 

( ized Jul 10, 1890.) 

. 6. 

Secretary—J. L. Calvert. Guthrie. 

Treasurer—S. 8. Lawrence, Guthrie. 
OHIO, 

( ized July 8. 1880.) 
President—Peter A. Lanbie, Salem. 
Secretary—H. A. Mykrantz, Ashland. 
Treasurer—L. H. — 


(Organized October 18, 1890.) 
| a a R. Webster, Portland. 


Secretary—A. F Fi 
Treasurer—Chas. J . Portland. 
(Organized J “ 16, 1895, 
anuary ) 
Poetiient—-iquee D. Gilbert, Harris 
—-, ward P. Allinson, Philadel Shia. 


William — Lleyd, games 


RHOD' 
May 14 , 1898. jase.) 
i li oh ~- 
— William organ, 
—William H Sweetland, Providence. 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

( ‘ized December 11, 1884.) 

President—B. F. Whitner, Anderson. 


Secretary—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia. 
Treasurer—J. O. Marshall, Columbus. 


Jul oe 
eee 
Secretary and } ED ys re 


TEXAS. 

(Organized July 15, 1882.) 
President- Presley K Ewing, Houston. 
—Charies A 


Secretary. 8. 2. 
Treasurer— William D. W: Fort Worth. 





( Taly 8% 1886. 

) 
President—L. J. Willams, Lewiaburg 
Secretary —Jobhn W. ‘nes Clarksburg. 
Treasurer—W. N. Miller, Parkersburg. 


WISCONSIN. 
(Organized January 9, 1878.) 
om as Milweakee. 
Secretary — rnen's wai 
Trane 0. Bake Melee 





—_  - 


ALABAMA. 


The twenty-third annual meeti 
the association will be held in the 
of mt on the 15th and ith of 
June, prox illiam J. Curtis (of Suyj. 
van & Cromwell, 45 Wall street, Ney 
York darnads will deliver the annual ad. 


ARIZONA. 


The annual meeting and election of 
the Territorial Bar Association to 
place recently in the district Court rooy 
at Prescott. There was a much 
attendance than usual. The secre 
of the association, Wade H. Hulings, hag 
moved out of the territory, taking th 
records with him. Therefore & motion 
that the reading of the minutes, which 
the by-laws require, be dispensed with, 
was passed without a dissenting voice, 
The treasurer of the association reported 
that the accounts of his office, coy 
a period of four years, had been experted, 
and there was shown to be $2.20 o 
hand. The following new member 
were admitted: W. ©. Campbell of 
Prescott, and E. M. Westcott and J. M 
Jamison of Phoenix. 


CONNECTICUT. 


The annual meeting of the Hartford 
County Bar and the Bar Library Ass. 
ciation was held recently in the library 
in the county building. There wass 
small attendance of members of the bar, 
At the meeting of the Bar Association 
Charles E. Perkins, the president, pre- 
sided, and in the absence of the clerk, 
Judge William F. Henney, Judge Arthor 
Perkins kept a record of the proceedings. 
The following officers were elected: 
President, Charles E. Perkins; vice- 
— Charles E. Gross; clerk, Wil- 

m F ae i The old committee 
were reappoin The meeting of the 
Bar Library Association was held imme- 
diately after the adjournment of the 
meeting of the Bar Association. Mr. 
Perkins presided and Judge Perkins 
acted as clerk in the the absence of 
Hiram R. Mills. Mr. Gross, for the 
library committee, reported that during 
the pod to the sum of $802 had been ex- 

ed for the purchasee of books etc., 
er that there was on hand a balance ot 
$595.53. The report was ted and it 
was voted to continue sing the 
regular state reports. The following 
were elected officérs for the coming year: 
President, Lewis E. Stanton ; vice-presi- 
dents, Charles J. Hoadly and John R. 
Buck; Hiram R. Mills, secretary and 
treasurer ; John W. Wolven, librarian. 
The former library committee, consisting 
of Charles E. Gross, Charles E. Perkins 
and Charles H. Briscoe were reappointed. 
INDIANA. 

The Shelby County Bar Association 
held its first quarterly meeting at 
Shelbyville on March in the law 
office of Love & Morrison, with 
a fair attendance of the attorneys 
of the bar present. After the usual 
business of meeting was transacted Mr. 
David L. Wilson read a interesting 
and instructive paper, his subject — 
‘*Should Opinions Pronounced by the 
Lap ssn) = hag sre Court of the Com- 
be permitted to operate ‘ Ex- 


























ae 


ge 


rr me i ki litt: 





‘il 


tee 
be 
1¢- 
he 
rr. 
ns 
of 
he 
1g 
I- 


-ROn me 


[ee 


~ ae 










THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 





oe 
oe 








—— 
Facto’.’’ The conclusions drawn 
that the same should be answered 
jn the negative. The following resolu- 
tions were presented and passed : 
Resolved, By the Shelby County Bar 
tion : 
- j, That we highly appreciate the in- 
gractive and entertaining address of 
W. H. H. Miller on ‘‘The Supreme 
of the United States,’’ made be- 
fore the association at its annual meet- 
ing on December 28, 1899, and that by 
goch address he had made the associa- 
tion his debtors. 
9. That a cop 
gut to Mr. 
the association. 
At the next meeting of the association, 
which will be June 27, papers will be 
read by Messrs. Joseph Chez and R. W. 


of this resolution be 
iller by the secretary of 


Harrison. 
The Indianapolis Bar Association; at a 
meeting on April, 2 appointed a commit- 
composed of Pierre Gray, Will G. 
Elliott and William A. Ketcham, to take 
such steps as may be deemed necessary 
to secure the indorsement at the polls 
next November of the two proposed 
amendments to the constitution in which 
the lawyers of the State are especially 
interested. One provides that the Legis- 
lature shall prescribe qualifications for 
admittance to the bar, and the other pro- 
yides that the Legislature may increase 
the number of Supreme judges to eleven, 
thus doing away with the Appellate 
Gourt. Both these proposed amendments 
have been passed by two General Assem- 
blies, and go to the people next Novem- 


ber. 

It is the hope of the lawyers of In- 
dianapolis that both political State con- 
ventions wili indorse the amendments, 
and the committee wiil suggest to party 
leaders that this be done. 


IOWA. 


Avamosa.—March 29: The > Jones 
county Bar Association completed their 
organization last evening by hold- 
ing a banquet at the Hotel rly. 
Most of the members of the bar of the 
county were present, and a most enjoya- 


ble time was had. Short addresses were 
made. a ~ 
——' pn eVOM Es” “ 


The members of the Fayette County 
Bar on Apri 16, filed with the county clerk 
the articles of incorporation for the Lex- 
ington Law Library Association. The 
object of the association is to ‘‘ establish 
and maintain a law library in the city 
of Lexington to consist of the history, 
treatise and constitution of the United 
States and of the several States and ter- 
ritories, and of the laws and decisions of 
the Supreme Court and Appellate Courts 
of the United States and of the several 
States and territories, and of elementary 
or other works and such decisions by 
foreign courts or treatises on law as be 
deemed useful.’’ The capital of the as- 
sociation is put at $1,600, divided into 
one hundred shares of $16 each, and the 
corporation shall commence business on 
the last day of March, 1900. An annual 
assessment of seventy-five cents a share 
shall be made to pay the expense of the 
librarian and all other expenses and the 
management may sell annual tickets for 
the use of the library to others than 
members of the bar. The customary 
Officers of an incorporation have been 
provided for in the articles and the asso- 
ciation is to have the use of a room on 
the third floor of the Court House, where 
the books of the library will be kept. 
The library will supply a long-felt need 


the local bar have long recognized. 
Forty of the one hundred shares have al- 
ready been subscribed. The names of 
the stockholders are as follows, each 
subscribing to one share of stock: J. R. 
Morton, J. D. Hunt, George R. Hunt, 
D. Gray Falconer, Butler South- 
gate, O. 8S. Tenny, William 0. 
P. Breckinridge, George W. Darnall, 
Samuel M. Wilson, C. W. Miller, R. C. 
Stoll, George C. Webb, George 8. 
Shanklin, John T. Shelby, Joseph S. 
Botts, W. P. Kimball, W. C. G. Hobbs, 
J. H. Johns, W. S. Bronston, Maury 
Kemper, George B. Kinkead, T. T. For- 
man, O. Suydam Scott, Mat Walton, W. 
G. Wiglesworth, OC. J. Bronston, John 
R. Allen, L. J. Moore, R. A. Thornton, 
J. H. Beauchamp, J. Alex. Childs, 
Chas. F. Exum, E. L. Hutchinson, 
Watts Parker, E. P. Farrell, F. C. El- 
kin, W. Rogers Clay, F. A. Bullock, K. 
J. O’ Mara. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


The annual meeting of the Worcester 
County Bar Association was held re- 
cently in the lawyer's room at the Court 
House. The meetiag was called to order 
at 10:30 0’clock by Herbert Parker. Mr. 
Parker was elected chairman and Charles 
A. Merrill clerk, by acclamation. Web- 
ster Thayer stated that the resignation 
of E. P. Goulding left the association 
without a president and that an election 
for that office was in order. J. 
Kane was appointed to collect the bal- 
lots, all of which were cast for Mr. 
Goulding. Charles A. ‘Merriel moved 
that one ballot be cast for Webster 
Thayer as secretary, and Mr. Thayer 
was declared elected. On motion of Col. 
T. S. Johnson one ballot was cast for 
Mr. Thayer for treasurer, both offices 
being re-elections. A committee com- 
posed of Jonathan Smith, Charles A. 
Merrill and J. R. Kane was appointed 
to retire and nominate the remaining 
officers. The sub-committee came in 
with the following names, who were 
elected by acclamation : 

For vice-presidents—Francis H. Dewey 
of Westchester, Oharles F. Baker of 
Fitchburg, Herbert Parker of Worcester, 
L. E. Fales of Milford and Charles Field 
of Athol. 

For members of the executive commit- 
tee—J. R. Thayer of Worcester, David 
F. O’Connell of Worcester, Thacher B. 
Dunn of Gardner, Jonathan Smith of 
Clinton, and J. H. McMahon of Fitch- 
burg. 

For members of the judicial commit- 
tee—Rockwood Hoar of Worcester, 
Hamilton Mayo of Leominister, E. P. 
Pierce of Fitchburg and J. M. Cockran 
of Southbridge. 

The following candidates were elected 
to membership, one ballot being cast by 
the clerk: Henry F. Fuller of Lancas- 
ter, Henry H. Thayer of Worcester, 
Alexander H. Bullock of Worcester, 
Henry E. Cottle of Brookfield, George 
H. Olney of Worcester, Emil Zaeder of 
Worcester, Charles H. Sibley of Worces- 
ter, John W. Mawbey of Worcesetr, El- 
mer C. Potter of Worcester, Charles F. 
Abbott and Henry 8. Sawyer. 

Preceding the meeting of the bar asso- 
ciation there was a meeting of Worcester 
Law Library Association in the lawyers’ 
room. Webster Thayer called the meet- 

ing to order and the name of Charles A. 
Merrill was placed in nomination b 
him as qreuihing officer. Mr. Merri 
was referred to as ‘‘Judge’’ Merrill in 
view of his possible appointment to the 
Superior Court bench. W. P. Harlow 





and one whose existence the members of 


stracted to cast one ballot for Herbert 
On motion of Her- 


courts, was elected librarian. T. G. 
Kent and Judge Francis A. Gaskill 
were elected directors. Herbert Parker 
read the treasurer’s report, showing that 
there was a balance on hand of $2,323.43. 
At the beginning of last year there was 
on hand $3,349.80. The total receipts 
for the year including -the amount on 
hand at the beginning of the year were 
$7,352.79. The total expenditures for 
the year were $7,352.79. The directors 
were empowered to appoint one or more 
assistant librarians. 

We are in receipt of ‘the Second An- 
nual Report of the Worcester Law Li- 
brary from which we clip the following 
showing the additions thereto. 

We have continued the system of 
agents as outlined in my first annual 
pe rk finding it on the whole very sat- 
isfactory. The principal additions have 
been our regualr ones of which I submit 
a list as an appendix to this report. 

The number of volumes added is 661, 
making a total number of 19,771. The 
notable additions have been: a file of 
Worcester Directories, 1844-1870, from es- 
tate of W. S. Barton, supplemented by a 
gift from the American Antiquarian 
Society of the year 1879-1880, bringing 
it down to our own set beginning in 
1881. This gives usa complete set of 
these important records co-extensive 
with the history of the city. We have 
also acquired by purchase a long set of 
Thomas’ Farmer’s Almanac, 1812-1893, 
lacking 1816, the set being valuable for 
much and historical matter as well 
as the almanacs. 

We also acquired at very moderate 
price a set of Georgia Laws, 1851-1880, 21 
volumes in all. Inserted in one of these 
volumes was reminder of slavery times 
in a duly attested bill of sale of a‘‘ Negro 
Ben.’’ The most notable gifts of the 
year have been first, that of 57 volumes 
of United States Documents from Hon- 
orable J. H. Walker, through the Ameri- 
can Antiquarian Society; second, gifts 
of Ann Session Laws of 18 of the 
States from the Secretary of State Li- 
brarian of each State; and third, the 
gift of Moore United States International 
Arbitrations, 6 volumes from Honorable 
J. R. Thayer. 

We have been chary about adding to 
our already long list of continuations, 
and have declined to take many sets now 
on the market. 

We are already taking a round dozen 
of sets of reports or cases, not one of 
which is new material, but all are 
up and warmed over excerpts of official 
reports, of which we already nave com- 
plete sets. These may be valuable for 
lawyer’s offices or for lawyers remote 
from law libraries, but I hold they are 
not needed in a library of our size. The 
worst example is an English publication, 
beginning in 1785, and supposed to come 
down to 1865, where the official reports 
begin. It already numbers 42 volumes, 
was supposed to extend to 75 volumes, 
and I now learn will extend to 100 vol- 
umes. At $7 a volume this means 
that we must sink $700 in a set of books 
which are duplicates of the Standard 
Repors, all of which we have, and these 
books are confessedly only abstracts of 
certain’ selected cases. An American 
publication now in its second edition 

tno ¢ eg pp cam yy S 

every years. e have bought 
about 50 volumes of recent text-books 
during the year, mainly in Commercial 





was elected clerk. The clerk was in- 


Law. Bankruptcy naturally claims the 
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most attention, - five ditterent authors 
represented. It is, of course, im- 
possible to buy all the latest text-books, 
aud for that matter it is not necessary, 
as generally speaking, only one of a half 
dozen contemporary works on the same 
subject is really valuable. The bank- 
ruptcy books above referred to are ex- 
amples of this: one is undoubtedly the 
best book, another is an old work badly 
edited, and a third and fourth are books 
written to sell, and the fifth is mostly 
old decisions. 
Attendance and Use. 
The Statistics for the full year are as 
follows : 





Readers Books. 
RS oa! tt. Sa REE 1,021 
ARE eee 961 
eee iss cock 1,129 
ree _ oe 677 
July .... Vaan 474 
NON aap 124. 487 
September .......... Rn 1,448 
October... .. ee 
November .......... . 851 
December........... ee 891 
January .. BR nn bois 519 
February.......... 88 369 
2,258 9, 792 


These figures, compared with corre- 
sponding months of last year, show a 
decrease of readers but an increase in 
number of books used. 

As was to be expected during the 
months of January and February of 
this year the attendance and use has 
falien off noticeably. 

The library has been kept open, but 
owing to cramped quarters, dust, and 
noise, has naturally not been patronized 
to the extent it would be under more 
favorable circumstances. 

The use of the library by the laity 
should also be noticed. This is per- 
mitted by the law which reads as fol- 
lows: Public Statutes 1882, chapter 40, 
section 5. ‘‘Every inhabitant of a 
county in which said association is or- 
ganized may use the books in the library 
subject to such regulations as may be 
prescribed by the association with the 
approval of the Superior Court.’ A 
curious commentary on this is found ina 
recent decision of the appraiser’s of the 
Port of New York, who ruled against 
our importing books duty free on the 

nd that we were not a public library 
in the contemplation of the law. 

They evidently ranked this library 
with the law libraries of a neighboring 
State ~ rg an law libraries yaty < 
supported by the county are not free to 
the public. We take pains to make our 
books of service to the citizeng, and 
some portions of our library are well 
worth the attention of the laity. The 
following sections: Constitutional Law, 
Ecclesiastical Law, International Law, 
Military and Naval Law, and Roman 
Law are well worth remembering in this 
As above stated the library 
has been kept open during the improve- 
ments and every facility rendered to 
readers. The time limit has been re- 
duced to two months, and of the volumes 
now out only tive are outside that time 
limit. It has been impossible to guaran- 
tee the quiet and repose usual in the 
library, or the freedom from annoyance, 
but we have done all we could to help 
the court, the bar and citizens. It be- 
came necessary to vacate No. 6 entirely, 
and to take nearly all of the books out 
of the room over it. To accommodate 
these books shelving has been put up in 
the alcoves on the main floor, and in the 
gallery. We are now filling up the 





center of the room with shelving from 
the old probate record room. 

At a meeting of the Berkshire Bar As- 
sociation held on the afternoon of April 
5th the following committee was ap- 
pointed to draw up resolutions on the 
death of Judge Justin Dewey ; Herbert 
©. Joyner of Great Barrington, Judge 
Phelps of North Adams. Judge James 
M. ker, Judge Edward T. Slocum 
and Henry W. Taft of Pittsfield. The 
resolutions will be presented at the next 
sitting of the superior court. A com- 
mittee consisting of A. Chalkley Collins 
and Frank H. Wright of Great Barring- 
ton and Judge Phelps of North Adams 
were appointed to confer with commit- 
tees from other bar associations in the 
state regarding legislative matters. 

MISSOURL. 


The Missouri Bar Association will hold 
its eighteenth annual meeting in Kansas 
City on May 3 and 4. The meeting was 
to have been held in Jefferson City May 
4, and 5, and that time and place had 
been announced, ‘but many requests 
that the meeting be held in sas City 
have been received by the members of 
the executive committee having the ma- 
ter in charge. Most of the requests that 
Kansas City be selected came from law- 
yers in the smaller cities and towns. 

The annual address to the association 
will be delivered by U. M. Rose of Little 
Rock, Ark. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 


rgo, N. D., March 27. — The 
meeting of the state bar association 
adjourned after a largely attended ban- 
quet, at which a number of brilliant 
8 es were made, with President 
ewman as toastmaster. It was decided 
to hold semi-annual meeting at the 
spring and fall terms of the State Su- 
preme Court. One will meet in Fargo 
and the other at Grand Forks. A com- 
mittee was appointed to take appropriate 
action for John day and the 
centennial celebration, Feb. 5, 1901. A 
programme committee was appointed 
for the next meeting and a committee on 
law and jurisprudence. The chief events 
of the day were the annual address by 
President Newman and one by R. W. 8S. 
Blackwell of Lamoure, on ‘‘ Territorial 
Expansion.’’ Both were remarkable 
efforts, and the speakers were tendered 
vote of thanks. An original poem by 
Attorney R. J. Mitchell of Shelton 
elicited considerable diversion. 


OHIO. 


The second annual meeting of the 
Cleveland Young Attorneys’ Association 
was held recently at the Forest City 
House, and the following officers were 
elected: W. J. Mott, president; E. F. 
Spurney, first vice-president; D. O. 
True, second vice-president; A. R. Man- 
ning, Jr., secretary; H. J. Crawford, 
treasurer. After the meeting a banquet 
was given. Appropriate toasts were re- 
sponded to by different members. 

The Butler County Bar Association 
through its stock holders, met in the 
common pleas court room in Hamilton 
on the morning of March 27,at 8:45 A. M. 

Gouverneur OC. Morey and Miss Adena 
Myers were admitted to membership. 

Secretary P. B. Holly reported that 
the following 17 members had been 
dropped from the stock subscription list 
account of either death, removal, aban- 
donment of legal practice or otherwise. 
Thomas Millikin, Ferdinand Van Der- 
veer, Thomas Moore, Edward E. Hull, 
Palmer W. Smith, Philip G. Brery, H. 
P Smith, James B. Millikin, Jesse 
C. Smith, William Beckett, John W. 





quest the following members to 
subscribers to the capital shock, alj 
whom have complied or will: Walter ¢ 
Harlem, Warren Gard, Stanley Shaffer 
James C. Brate, Clarence Hartkog 
Judge Ed. H. Jones, Robert J. Shank 
E. E. Williams, R. 8. Woodruff, Adeng 
Myers, G. C. Morey, and James Pp 
Whitmore. 

It was decided to purchase the books 
in the law library, belonging to the es. 
tate of the late Thomas Millikin, from 
Brandon R. Millikin for $200 and a fiye 
years membership in the association, 

A list of law books was reported ag 
received for the law library from the 
Bowen- Merrill company of Indianapolis, 
and on motion, Treasurer Israel Will. 
liams was instructed to pay for the In- 
diana reports, included in the lists and 
to notify the company that the remain. 
der of the books were at their disposal. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 


Judge Robert 8. Frazer was chosen 
president of the Bar Association of Alle. 
gheny County on April 6th, and other 
officers were elected as follows: E. Z. 
Smith, vice-president; A. W. Smith, 
secretary ; W. A. Booth, treasurer ; execn- 
tive committee, L. L. Davis, W. § 
Woods, C A. O’Brien, W. H. 8. Thomp- 
son and T. S. Brown. This is the first 
time in the history of the Bar Association 
that a judge of any of the courts has been 
elected president. 

At a meeting of the association a com- 
mittee reported that it had investigated 
a report that 18 members of the bar had 
written to a woman after ‘she had re- 
tained an attorney soliciting her asa 
client in a case in which she had 
grounds for a damage suit. The mem- 
bers of the association looked upon this 
asa slander upon the professional dig- 
nity of their members. A member of 
the investigating committee reported 
that he believed the woman had received 
one letter of solicitation, and that 17 
other reputable members of the bar had 
been slandered. This report was ro- 
ceived with a good deal of applause. 


RHODE ISLAND. ; 


The Bar Association of Rhode Island 
met on March 3Sist, at the Providence 
Athletic Association at 6:30 and 7 o’clock 
and — was served. About 100 sat 
about the tables in the dining room of 
the association, and after they had en- 
joyed the excellent menu provided by the 
committee in charge listened to an in- 
parses | —_ by Mr. Colwell where- 
in he told t how valuable they are 
to the State. 

‘*Such organizations,’’ he said, ‘‘ex- 
cite so much attention in some States that 
they have meetings lasting two or three 
days. They keep informed as to what 
is being done by the assembly and by 
the Judiciary, and as to what reforms 
should be suggested. 

‘*At these meetings they produced re- 
cords of which any .state should be 

md. Before I was appointed to the 
head of this orgunization I was ignorant 
as to what was being done in this line 
throughout the country. But such an 
association surely tells. It tells in Mas- 
sachusetts on the Legislature. It can 
take into consideration things it sees are 
important for the Legislature to take 
up and attend to the needs of the State. 
It is a most wholesome and most desira- 
ble influence. 
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“One of the prerogatives of this posi- 
tion that I hold is that I can do pretty 
mach all the talking. But we have 

e committees that have addressed 

lves to some subjects, and they’ve 

done pretty solid work, for I’ve been 

with them. I will call upon Dexter B. 

Potter to report for the committee on 
judiciary. 2% 

Before Mr. Potter reported Daniel R. 

Ballou called attention to the fact that 

members of the association were 
edacated in the law, and being so, were 
better prepared to frame legislation and 
the public policy of the State in legal 
matters not on political lines, than any 
others. 

Mr. Potter told what had been done 

his committee. He said that one of 
the first things considered was the neces- 
ity of watching closely whether the can- 
didates were proper persons to become 
members of the bar. They asked the 
court to appoint a committee of examin- 
ers of five members, one to be appointed 
each year and hold office five years. The 
court had reported that they would ap- 
point such a Board and rules also were 
ted and the Court co-operated in 
carrying out the plan. 


“A man’s fitness he said, ‘‘ was not 
always settled until he began to prac- 
tice. No truly great judge or lawyer 
existed who did not have a keen moral 
sense. That could not always be detect- 
‘ed by examination, but that was the 
best way that had so far become known. 
The committee had tried to find some 
way to select the men that would be an 
ornament to the bar and useful in the 
community.’’ 

In the absence of Nathan W. Little- 
field, Louis L. Angel was called upon to 
report for the legislative committee. 
The committee favored an amendment 
to the constitution conferring chancery 

wer upon the several courts and allow- 
ing juries to be charged by others than 
Supreme Court Justices, and an amend- 
ment to the law making trustees, guar- 
dians and others criminlly liable for em- 
bezzlement. The Legislature will be 
asked to act favorably upon these sug- 
gestions. 

Albert A. Baker, for the same commit- 
tee reported a proposed change in the 
law abolishing courtesy and giving some 
tangible fee which a marketable 
value in the property of married persons 
in each other's estates. This was ap- 
proved. 


Resolutions on the death of T. P. 
Barnefield were adopted. 


TENNESSEE. 


The annual meeting of the stock hold- 
ers of the Chattanooga Bar and Law 
library Association was held on the 
morning of March 38ist, in the library 
room in Temple Court, following being 
the order of business: 

The following officers were elected for 
the ensuing year: 

President, R. L. Bright. 

Vice-president, Robert Pritchard. 

Secretary and treasurer, A. W. Gaines. 

Librarian, Victor Barr. 

Directors, J. B. Frazer, Frank Spur- 
lock, A. W. Gaines, R. L. Bright. 

The report of the president showed 
that at the last meeting in March, 1899, 
the association was $500 in debt, but 
that at the present time the association 
has all its debts paid, ¢10,000 worth of 
lawbooks, and a balance of $200 \in the 


On motion of one of the members the 
treasurer was ordered to purchase, for 
$250, a full set of Texas reports. 
Resolutions of respect were passed on 
the death of the late J. H. Barr. 


THE BAR AT LARGE. 


PERSONAL AND PARTNERSHIP NOTES 


(Attorneys are requested to send notices of 
change of address, organization and dissolution 
of partnership, etc., for insertion. No charge 
is made.—Ed.) 








NEW ENGLAND STATES, 
CONNECTICUT. 

Fair Haven.—Homer H. Shepard, son 
of Alderman Harvey G. Shepard, and J. 
E. Blatchley, have opened an office in 
room 20, Glebe building. Mr. Blatchley 
was for a number of years with the firm 
of S. L. Blatchley & Son.* 
Kensington.—Arthur ©. Upson of 
New Britain has decided to open an 
office in Kensington. 

Hartford.—George A. Kellogg, of 
Hartford, has been appointed referee in 
bankruptcy to succeed Mr. Francis H. 
Parker, who resigned to accept the office 
of United States district attorney. 

Thomasville.—John K. Bissland,repub- 
lican candidate for judge of probate, 
was elected to that office to succeed 
Spencer resigned, at the special election 
by a majority of 134 over his opponent, 
William Mulligan. The poll was a light 
one, There were 96 votes cast in dis- 
trict No. 1, Enfield; Bissland had 60, 
Mulligan 36. District No. 2, Thompson- 
ville, Biesland 315, Mulligan 261; No 3. 
Hazardville, Bissland 96, Mulligan 40. 
The total number of voters in Thompson- 
ville is 859. The vote polled was 576. 
The total number of voters in Hagard- 
ville is 309. The vote polled was 136. 
The total number of voters in Enfield is 
198. The vote polled was 96. 


Waterbury.—Miss Susan O'Neill, of 
Waterbury, is the second woman ad- 
mitted to the Connecticut bar. She is 
associated with her father and brother in 
law practice,and has entered her name as 
counsel in a case at Bridgeport. 


MAINE. 

Clinton.—Percy A. Smith, the junior 
member of the firm of Philbrook & 
Smith, of Waterville, has opened an 
office in the town of Clinton, and will 
be there each Wedneday and Friday in 
the future. The town of Clinton has 
been without a lawyer for a long time 
and Mr. Smith goes there two days each 
week at the request of a large number of 
people in that town. 

Columbia Falls.—Harvey Brazel has 
opened an office here on the first floor of 
Elmer Bowles store. 

Jay.—B. Emery Pratt, has opened an 
office here. He was lately of Phillips. 

Houlton.—Wilson & Archibald have 
moved into the Rice block in the suite 
formerly occupied by James Archibald. 

Saco.—J. ©. Bradbury of Saco and 
Addison E. Haley, a well-known 
Kennebunk lawyer, have formed a co- 
partnership and will have their office at 
Mr. Bradbury’s present rooms. Mr. 
Haley will move to Saco within a short 
time. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Boston.—The following notice telis its 
own story: 

Notice is hereby given that the part- 





treasury. 
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awyers’ 


Surety Co. 


OF NEW YORK, 
MUTUAL LIFE BUILDING, 
Nos. 32,34 and 36 Liberty Street, NEW YORE 
Brooklyn Office, 166 Montague Street. 


Bonds and Undertakings of all Kinds: 
BEQUIRED BY THE COURTS. 


The law allows fiduciaries to include in their ac- 
counts, as an administrative expense, the fee charged 
by this company for its suretyship upon their bonds, 
which are accepted by the Courts in place of two or- 
more individual bondsmen. 

THIS IS THE ONLY COMPANY CONFINING ITS BUSI- 
NESS EXCLUSIVELY TO BONDS AND UNDERTAKINGS 
REQUIRED BY THE COURTS. 


Furnishes all Bonds required by 
the United States Bankruptcy Law. 
JOEL B. ERHARDT, President. 


Telephone Call $339 John. 








and ye won Benjamin Phillips and 
T. Hart Anderson, carrying on business. 
as attorneys at law and solicitors in pat- 
ent causes at No. 53 State street, Boston, 
Mass., under the style or firm of Phillips. 
& Anaerson, was in the twenty-second 
day of March A. D., 1900 dissolved by 
mutual consent, and that the said Phil- 
lips will pay and discharge all debts and 
liabiities and receive all moneys payable 
to the said late firm. 

Benjamin Phillipe. 

T. Hart Anderson. 

Boston. —Franklin E. Smith has opened 

an office here at 17th street. 


Boston.—Henry W. Beal has opened 
an office in the Ames building. 


Lawrence.—Thomas Delaney has open- 
ed an office in the Berkley building. 


Natick.—M. F. Kennedy has opened 
an office in the Clarkes block. 

New Bedford.—Lester W. Jenney and 
George H. Potter have opened an office 
in the suite ee by Judge- 
Borden in the Merchants bank building. 
Mr. Jenney, since his graduation from 
Harvard law school in 1897, has been 
with Crapo, Clifford and Clifford and W. 
C. Parker, while Mr. Potter was for 
three years with Judge Borden. 

North Abington.—Thomas McAnar- 
mey has opened an office here. 

Northampton.—Edward L. Shaw of 
Easthampton is to be associated with 
Judge Bassett in his Northampton office. 
Mr. Shaw will keep his office in East- 
hampton, assisted by Mr. McBean, who- 
is studying law with him. 

Quincy. —Edward J. Parker has moved 
his office from Wilson block, to rooms 
in the Savings’ Bank building. 

Springfield.—W. C. Kinney and L. T. 
Plummer, who have been practicing law 
in Bath, Me., for several years, have- 
opened an office in Court Square Theater 
building. 

Whitman.—Owing to the death of 
Hosea Kingman, Francis Hammond, 
who was to have opened a law office 
here, has decided to remain at Bridge- 
water and has taken the old office of 
Mr. Kingman, with whom he has been 





nership lately subsisting between us, 


associated for several years. 
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Worcester.—Sheehan & Cutting attor- 
neys in the Walker building have moved 
to rooms 605 and 606 in the State Mutual 
building. The firm comprises John W. 
Sheehan of Worcester and Louis Cut- 


ting of Oakdale. The rooms they are to 
= in the State Mutual building 
were formerly occupied by the American 
Investment Oo. & Providence Friend 
Association, and are among the most 
pleasant in the building. 


VERMONT. 


Bradford.—Ex-Gov. Farnham and 
— 8S. Wright have formed a partner- 
Pp. 


St. Johnsbury.—A new firm, Porter 
& Thompson has been formed consisting 
of David E. Porter and Frank D. 
Thompson, and the firm will do business 
in the offices in the Republican block 
lately occupied by Mr. Porter. 

Waterbury.—The firm of Moody & 
Dale has desolved partnership, Mr. 
Moody taking the business and occupy- 
ing the same ofiice. Mr. Dale’s plans 
for the future are undecided. 


MIDDLE ATLANTIC STATES. 
NEW YORK. 


Bainbridge.—Leroy Bennett has open- 
ed an office here. 

Buffalo.—Moses T. Day and Harry D. 
Sanders announce that they have formed 
&@ co-partnership under the firm name of 
—_ & Sanders, with offices at Nos. 1200 
and 1202 Prudential building, Buffalo. 

Buffalo.—John L. Cronin of Buffalo 
and George F. Shultz of Batavia have 
formed a co-partnersbip with offices at 
Nos. 11 and 12 Marine Bank building. 
The firm was formerly Murphy & 
Cronin, but since Judge Murphy’s elec- 
tion as Polics Justice, he has retired. 
The firm is now Cronin & Shultz. 

Buffalo.—William B. Waring has re- 
moved his office from the Ounneen 
building to No. 15 West Eagle street. 

Chatham.—Messrs. McClellan & Dar- 
diess have removed their law office from 
the Masonic building to the floor over 
Wentworth’s store on Park Row. 

Le Roy.—A new firm has just been 
established in this village to be known 
as Randall, Huyck & Skinner, which is 
composed of District Attorney F. S. 
Randall, William F. Huyck and Scott 
W. Skinner. In 1894 a partnership was 
formed between Messrs. Randall & 
Huyck, which continued until 1896, 
when it was dissolved by mutual con- 
sent, Mr. Randall having practiced law 
alone since that time. 

Middletown.—Henry W. Wiggins, has 
formed a co-partnership with his son 
Russell, who was recently admitted to 
the bar. The new firm will be known 
as Henry W. & Russell Wiggins. 

Middletown.—Russell M. Vernon of 
Florida has opened an office in the Stern 
‘building. 

Milford.—Andrew Spencer, Jr., has 
moved his office from the Wilber block 
‘to the rooms in the Wescott block for- 
merly occupied by J. V. Guernsey. 

Mt. Kisco.—Charles H. Banks, who 
‘was recently admitted to the bar, has 
opened a branch office at Mount Kisco. 

Mt. Morris.—On April ist, Albert C. 
Olp. Esq., who has been a law student 


in the office of J. M. Hastings fora 
number of t, opened an office 
east side of Main 


in the Bingham b 
street. 





Norwich. W. Marvin of Nor- 
wich, one of the best known attorneys 
in the Chenango Valley, retired from 
active practice on April ist. Mr. Mar- 
vin has occupied an office in the Mitch- 
ell block in that village for 35 years. 

Norwood.—T. J. Turner, of this vil- 

, and Horace G. Atwater, of Nor- 
folk, have formed a partnership for the 
practice of law at this place. Mr. At- 
water is the son of E. H. Atwater of 
Norfolk, and was connected with the 
law offices of N. W. Claflin about three 
years previous to Mr. Olaflin’s death 
and since that time has been in the office 
of Mr. Turner. 

.—W. D. Olmstead of Perry has 
taken into partnership L. A. Walker of 


Nunda. Mr. Walker was a partner of 
District Attorney Daggett, of Livingston 
county, and has been village attorney 


of Nunda for the past year. The firm 
will be known as Olmstead & Walker. 
Mr. Walker will remove to Perry as soon 
as he can settle up his matters in Nunda. 

Rochester.—The firm of Slocum & 
Denton has been dissolved. George F. 
Slocum will remain at 28 Elwood Build- 
ing. Eugene ©. Denton has opened an 
office at 232 Powers buidling. 

Saratoga Springs.—E. 8S. Coons has 
removed his office from the First Na- 
tional Bank building to the rear suite of 
rooms in the Wiley building. 

Sidney.—William A. Hoffman, has 
opened an office here. 

Springville.—Ira W. Smith has rented 
the second floor of the National Bank 
building and removed his law office 
there 

Syracuse.—William R. Sullivan and 
John F. Maher have become partners 
with an office in the Kirk block. The 
firm will be known as Sullivan & Maher. 

Warrensburg.—Horace F. Palmer of 
New York, at one time a member of the 
firm of Mead, Hatt & Palmer, of Al- 
bany, has opened an office here. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Allantown.—O. R. James, Esq., has 
moved from the Stiles building to the 
rooms formerly occupied by the late 
Major Kauffman in the Commonwealth 
building. 

Lebanon.—Charles O. Bressler has 
opened offices at 839 Camberland street. 

Morristown.—Jeremiah B. Larelere, 
Jr., and Jacob B. Hiliegass, announce to 
their clients and friends that they have 
associated themselves for the practice of 
law under the firm name of Hillegass & 
Larzelere, at their present offices No. 413 
Swede street. 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


KENTUCKY. 
Dixon.—V. Perkins and O. U. Ben- 
nett, formerly of Sebree, have located 
ere 


Lexington.—Mr. J. W. Norwood, a 
graduate of Center College has decided 
to leave Frankfort and locate in Lexing- 
ton. He will be associated with Mr. J. 
A. Edge, of this city. 

Louisville.—Humphrey, Burnett & 
ory soy OF the style of a new firm 
that .. - Pg —_ ant is =. 
— of Ju ex. P. Hum 4 

r. Henry Burnett of Paducah, and 
gg oo FE my PS 
city. umphrey it wi re- 
called, was er of the late 
M. Davie. . Burnett is one of the 
best known lawyers in Western Ken- 
tucky, and wasa class mate of J 
Humphrey at the Law School at 
University of Virginia. Mr. E. P. 
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Humphrey is a nephew of Jud 
Pp, Humphrey. oo Ale, 

Louisville.—Mr. W. Cc, Owens, of 
Georgetown, has come to Louisville to 
practice law. Mr. Owens has not deg. 
nitely determined anything except that 
— is 4 — be a home, For 
the present his office be with 
lace & McDonald. We 

Owensboro.—The firm of Powers 4 
Atchison has been dissolved by mutng) 
consent. Judge Atchison will retain the 
present office. Ool. Powers has not yet 
secured an office. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Jackson.—The long establiished firm 
of Calhoon & Green of this city, hays 
dissolved as the senior member, J 
Calhoon, takes his seat on the Supreme 
Court bench. The new firm will be 
Green & Green, Mr. llus Green 
having admitted his son, Mr. Garner 
Wynne Green, to partnership. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Charleston.—Frederic Uo White. 
house has been admitted by Fetes Jack. 
son to practice as attorney and counsel 
in the United States courts of Virginia, 

Wheeling.—The firm of Dryden and 
Schuck has been dissolved, and Mr, Dry. 
den will continue his practice as hereto. 
fore in the rooms occupied by the firm 
in the Lange building corner Fourteenth 
and Market streets. 


CENTRAL STATES, 


ILLINOIS. 

Aurora.—Frank H. Thatcher has with- 
drawn from the law firm of Hopkins, 
Thatcher & Dolph to engage in business 
in Minnesota, and he will be succeeded 
in the congressman’s law firm by F. G. 
Hanchett and Bruce Scott, who abandon 
their offices in the Coulter Block, May 1, 
and take up their new quarters on River 
street. The new firm will be known as 
Hopkins, Hanchett & Dolph. Mr. Scott 
will be a member of the firm although 
for the sake of brevity his name is 
omitted. 

Chicago.—Mr. 8. Russell Bowen, for- 
merly of Washington, has opened an office 
in the Marquette Building. 

Galena.—R. R. Tiffany, well known 
here, has entered into partnership with 
E. T. Morrison of Freeport. 

Hutsonville.—Thomas J. Newlin has 
retired from the firm of Jones, Eagleton 
& Newlin, and will, we understand, 
form a partnership with Valmore Parker, 
the firm of Parker and Bogard being dis- 
solved. Messrs. Jones and Eagleton 
have associated with them Hon. E. 8. 
Baker and in the future their firm will 
be known as Jones, Eagleton, & Baker. 

Mt. Carroll.—D. B. Armour and David 
Wolford have formed a co-partnership. 

Wickliffe.—Reeves & Marshall is the 
name of a new firm. 


INDIANA. 
en Attorney 
. Kistler, and City Attorney 


Pronk. 
M. Kistler, have gone into part- 
nership and have rented the office room 
corner of Fourth and Broadway, for- 
merly occupied 5 | Dr. Manlove. 
Marion.—W. H. Trook has been ad- 
mitted to practice in the United States 


court. 

Rockville.—F. M. Howard has moved 
his office to the room in the Parke bank 
— adjoinnig that of Dr. W. N. 

rt. 

Terre Haute.—James P. Stunkard has 
removed his office to room 8, Erwin 
block, northeast corner of Wabash avenue 
and Fifth street. 

Terre Haute.—Austin Sweet Jr., has 
opened an office at 50744 Main street. 
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IOWA. 
Des*Moines.—Olen O. Roe has opened 
office here. 
Des Moines.—Messrs. F. 8. Dunshee 
and O. E. Dorn have formed a co-part- 
nership under the firm name of Dunshee 


& Dorn. Mr. Dora practiced law in Des 
Moines from 1898 to 1897, when he left 
the city to engage in other business, and 
now returns to resume his chosen profes- 
sion. Mr. Dunshee has been in the law 
practice in Des Moines since 1887. 

Sioux Rapids.—Judge Frank H. Hel- 
gil has announced his intention to re- 
ign as judge of the Fourteenth Judicial 
District of Iowa as soon as the judicial 
convention can be held and his successor 
chosen. The nominee will, by appoint- 
ment, fill Mr. Helsell’s unexpired term. 

MICHIGAN. 

Grand Rapids.—Knappen & Kleinhans 
isthe name of the new firm that will 
continue the business of the old firm of 
Knappen & Wanty, dissolved by Judge 
Wanty’s appointment to the judgeship 
of the United States District art. 
The business will be continued at the 
offices in the Trust building Mr. Klein- 
hans coming over from the Houseman 


block. 
MINNESOTA. 

Lake City.—H. D. Stocker and H. D. 
Stocker, Jr., have made the necessary 
arrangements for opening an office in 
tnis city. They have rented the rooms 
over Dwell Bros. store. 

Pipestone.—E. E. Roddis has been ap- 
pointed city attorney. 

OHIO. 

Mt. Vernon.—Dwight E. Sapp, Harry 
©. Devin and Harry D. Critchfield bave 
formed a law partnership under the firm 
name of Sapp, Devin & Critchfield. 
They have offices in the Woodward 
building. 

Toledo.—Gilbert Manecke has opened 
offices at 605-607 Garden buildiug. 

WISCONSIN. 

Clintonville.—Walter A. Olen of Win- 
neconne has opened an office in Clinton- 
ville. His brother, Attorney Olen of 
— will go in partnership with 


Lake Geneva.—John P. Richards has 
opened an office here. 

Oshkosh.—OC. E. McMullen of Chilton, 
and son of Senator J. E. McMullen, has 
opened an office here. He succeeds 
to the law practice of Attorney A. A. 
- ts who retires on account of ill 
ealth. 





WESTERN STATES. 


ALASKA. 

Tacoma April 11.—Since the departure 
of sedge Johnson, federal judge of 
Alasks, from Sitka last week that entire 
territory has had no judge or judicial 
office. Deciding to go to Nome, Judge 
Johnson resigned last November, his 
resignation to take eflect March 38ist. 
Judge Brown, his successor, is under 
stood to be in Washington lobbying 
against the passing of the clause in the 
Alaska bill providing that the judge of 
Alaksa shall not be over fifty years of 
age. Judge Brown is said to be more 
than sixty years old. On ee Sitka, 
Judge Johnson was importuned by at- 
torneys to hold a short session of court 
at Juneau. This he would have done 
had he not received a letter at Juneau 
notfiying him that his resignation had 
been accepted, thus ending his authority. 
Judge Johnson says the present jadicial 
situation is unfortunate and de 8, 
but cannot be remedied until his suc- 


cessor reaches Alaska. He has wired the 
department of justice explaining the 
urgent need for the immediate presence 
of a judge. Court Commissioner Mal- 
volm of Juneau recently resigned, so 
that Southeastern Alaska has no judicial 
office whatever. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Fresno.—H. H. Welsh, has made up 
his mind to leave Fresno next month for 
the gold fields of the north. He will go 
to Cape Nome, accompanied by his wife 
and will enter upon the practice of law 
in that El Dorado. Mr. Welsh will leave 
his Fresno business in the hands of 
George L. Warlow. 


San Francisco.—Eugene S. Watson of 
Watson & Bush, has been admitted 
upon motion to practice in the United 
States Circuit Court. 

San Francisco.—J. Marion Brooks, a 
member of the firm of Brooks & Byers 
of Los Angeles, has opened offices in the 
Phelan building, this city. Mr. Brooks 
is also a member of the law firm of 
Brooks, Montagne & Byers at Manila. 
He went to Manila to translate the laws 
of the Philippines for General Otis, and 
successfully performed that difficult 
task. His connections and correspon- 
dence require the establishment of an 
office in San Francisco, and he will take 
personal charge of the practice of the 


firm here. 
COLORADO. 

Denver.—The following announcement 
has been made: 

‘* Twenty-five years ago the undersigned 
became associated for the practice of law 
in this city in the firm name of Benedict 
& Phelps, and during the entire period 
the firm has remained unchanged. We 
now take pleasure in announcing that 
Mr. Horace Phelps and Mr. James D. 
Benedict have become partners in the 
business. 

The firm name will continue as hereto- 
fore: Mitchell Benedict, Alfred C. 
Phelps. 

Telluride.—John G. Taylor has i 
gone into partnership with Judge E. T. 
Wells, oth where he was so long asso- 
ciated. 

KANSAS. 


Coffeyville.—L. OC. Waters and B. Gilt- 
ner bave formed a partnership and 
opened an office in the McCoy building. 
Both men are well known, Mr. Waters 
being ex-city attorney. 

Galena.—H. C. Finch and Geo. W. 
Wheatley have formed a partnership and 
will in the future transact business 
under the firm name of Finch & Wheat- 
ley. 

NEBRASKA. 

Lincoln.—The firm of Davis & Sackett 


having formed a partnership with Mr. 
Spaffo: 

Nebraska City.—Judge James W. 
Eaton has formed a partnership with A. 
L. Timblin of Nebraska City. 

York.—E. A. Fletcher has opened an 
office here in rooms above D. J.. Col- 
lings store. 

NEW MEXOO. 

Silver City.—A partnership has been 
formed by Thomas 8. Heflin and Percy 
Wilson. Mr. Heflin has been a resident 
of Grant county for years, and is one of 
the leading practioners of the New 
Mexico bar. Wilson is a recent 
uate 


arrival in Silver City. He is a grad 
of Ann Arbor and has practiced for sev- 
in Denver, having made a 





real years 
specialty of mining litigation. 


has dissolved partnership, Harry Sackett’ 


OKLAHOMA. 


Chandler.—O. H. Travers, who re- 
cently located has opened an office here 
in the three front rooms in the northeast 
corner of the Clapp building. 
Guthrie.—F. E. Martin, a young at- 
torney of Falls City, Nebrasks, has 
arrived here to practice law. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Sioux Falls.—A new firm is announced 
composed of Chas. H Bartlet, who for 
the past three years has occupied a posi- 
tion in the office of Davis, Lyon & 
Gates and John E. McMahon, who for 
the past two years has been associated 
with the Kirby Mercantile Agency. The 
firm will be known as Bartlet & Mc- 
Mahon and they have convenient offices 
in rooms 205 and 206 Smith block, 
Phillips avenue. 
UTAH. 

Salt Lake City.—Shepard & Shepard is 
the name of a new firm, composed of 
Richard B. and George A. Shepard. 
The former gentleman in particular has 
been in practice for some time in this 
city and both members are well and 
favorably known. The combination is 
likely to be an exceedingly strong one. 
Their offices are in suite 120-123 Com- 
mercial block. 


THE NEW YORK CITY BAR. 


Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac- 
ticing Within the Limits of 
Greater New York. 








(New York city attorneys are requested to send 
notices of change of address, organization and 
dissolution of partnerships, etc., for insertion. 
No charge is made.—Ed.) 





Harris, Wayland & Towne. 

William H. Harris, John E. Wayland 
and Paul R. Towve have removed their 
office to No. 258 broadway, Manhattan. 

Mr. Berkeley Pays a Fine. 

Lancelot M. Berkeley of No. 120 
Broadway, was fined $10, or three days 
in the city prison, in the Court of Special 
Sessions on April 4th, for committing 
a ‘‘technical assault under provocation’’ 
on Charles J. es lawyer, of No. 
346 Broadway. ’ Lewes | paid the 
fine and left the court hurriedly. 

Mr. Campbell testified that Mr. Berke- 
ley came to his office in regard to some 
litigation in which they were interested, 
that he gave Mr. Berkeley some informa- 
tion, accused him of unprofessional con- 


that he had committed a ‘‘ technical as- 
sault under vocation.’’ Mr. Battle 
— for Berkeley, and said he 
known him well and favorably for 
ten years, and that he was a reputable 
member of the bar. Justice Jacobs said 
the majority of the bench favored the 
imposition of a penalty, Justice McKean 
dissenting. 
Mr. Steele Enters New Firm. 
Charles Steele, heretofore of Seward, 
Guthrie & Steele, has been admit- 
ted as partner in the firms of J. P. 
Morgan & Co., New York; Drexel & 
Co., Philadelphia, and Morgan, Harjes 
& Co., Paris. It a in financial 
circles that Mr. Steele takes the place 
made vacant by the death of Charlies H. 
Coster. 


Grout, Mayer & Hyde Dissolve. 


The firm of Grout, Mayer & of 
Brooklyn is to come we 2 Pee 





soon as the necessary arrangements and 
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settlements can be made. The term of 
co-partnership has just expired and Mr. 
Hyde and Mr. Mayer will continue under 
the firm name of Mayer & Hyde. 

Grout, Mayer & Hyde is the firm which 
succeeded to the practice of Judge Gay- 
nor. Mr. Mayer is Judge Gaynor’s 
brother-in-law, and was formerly a 
member of his firm. Mr. Hyde was for 
many years Judge Gaynor’s private 
secretary. He was the counsel to the 
Park Department in charge of the open- 
ing of the new Eastern parkway and 
represented Frank D. Creamer as coun- 
el during his administration. His suc- 
cess in the litigation arising during Mr. 
Creamer’s term resulted in his being 
retained by Sheriff Walton. ; 

Mr. Grout will continue to hold his 
office in the same building in which he 
now is, the Real Estate Exchange, on 
Montague street and will probably take 
his brother Paul Grout as partner. 

Two Attornays File Bankruptcy Petitions. 

Alfred A. Van Hovenburg at No. 63 
Park Row, has filed a petition in bank- 
ruptcy, with liabilities of $92,709, and 
no assets. The liabilities are chiefly to 
persons in Paterson, N. J., where he 
resides, and are for loans on notes, on 
bonds deficiency on mortgage forecosure, 
judgement on bonds and notes, and for 
merchandise. 

John Reilly, No. 265 Broadway has 
field a petition in bankruptcy, with 
liabilities $42,312 and nominal assets 
$765 in debts due him and claims for pro- 
fessional services. He claims exemption 
for his office furniture and library, 
valued at $200, and a trust bequest of 
$500 under a will which is contested. 
There are thirty-seven creditors, whose 
amounts range from $9 to $500. The 
debts are for borrowed money, clothing, 
rent, plumbing, flowers, typewriters, 
use of telephone and restaurant bills. 
He owes Delmonico’s $80; the New York 
Club, $64; receiver of the Manhattan 
Athletic Club $41, and D. T. Ames $25, 
for services as handwriting expert. 
There are thirteen judgments against 


Mr. Carletons Little Joke. 

Valentine Carlton, the deputy Assist- 
ant District Attorney, met two members 
of the Detective bureau recently upon 
Center street, and as a consequence is 
not very popular with Capt. McUlusky’s 
force, owing to a practical joke he played 
upon them. 

Carleton discovered, during the course 
of conversation, that the detectives were 
extremely desirious of effecting: some im- 
portant capture to add to their laurels, 
and that they were also unacquainted 
with Morris Blumenthal, the Assistant 
District Attorney. He informed them 
that he had upon several occasions noted 
a pickpocket who was operating upon 
the cars of the Third avenue line, but 
that as he was not equipped with the pow- 
ers of an officer he was unable to arrest 
him, though he had reported the matter 
to head quarters several times with no 
result. The two detectives were all at- 
tention at once and ‘requested to know 
how they could identify the man; 
whereupon Carleton drew a magnificent 
mental portrait of Blumenthal, and in- 
formed the two that he could be found 
almost any evening at five o’clock on the 
corner of Franklin street and the 
Bowery. 

At 5:30 one evening they brought to 
headquarters an individual decorated 
with handcuffs in a much dishevelled 
condition, and a frame of mind border- 
ing on insanity, and proceeded to Cap- 
tain McOlusky’s office. They opened 





the door and shoved their prisoner into 
the presence of their chief, with the 
joint remark : 

‘*There he is, chief, one of the biggest 
pickpockets in the country. ’’ 

McClusky stared at the trio in aston- 
ishment, and then burst into a peal of 
laughter that could be heard for three 
blocks. After ordering Blumenthal’s 
fetters removed he informed the ambi- 
tious pair of the identity of their prisoner 
and sent them away with the advice to 
become better acquainted with the city 
officials. The last heard of them they 
were industriously searching for Valen- 
tine Carleton. 

Breach of Faith Charged. 


Grave charges of breach of faith have 
been recently made againgst Stetson, 
Jenniugs & Russell of which ex-Presi- 
dent Cleveland was one time a partner, 
and against Benjamin F. Tracy, ex-secre- 
tary of the navy, in a bill in equity which 
has been filed in the United States Cir- 
cuit Court in Trenton, N. J., by the 
Honduras company, complainant, against 
Honduras syndicate, defendant. 

Demand is made for an account of 
profits that may have accrued under a 
concession which is supposed to be worth 
millions of dollars. It is also asked that 
the concession be made over to the 
complainant . Interested in a financial 
manner in the case are Senator Chauncey 
M. Depew, Ovl. J. J. Astor, H. Walter 
Webb, W. Seward Webb, and others 
equally well known. 

The gravamen of the bill rests in alle- 
gations made therein to the effect that 
persons to whom, in the prosecution of 
its purposes, the Honduras company has 
confided its plans and possibilities had, 
it is affirmed in the bill taken advantage 
of this knowledge and information, and 
had sent persons of their selection to 
Honduras to procure a contract from its 
government in their own interest and in 
the interests of the Honduras Syndicate, 
which is made defendant by this bill. 

Allegation is made in the bill that 
these persons so sent to Honduras did, 
in April, 1897, procure and enter into a 
contract for the Honduras syndicate with 
the government of Honduras to perfect 
plans and accomplish purposes inang- 
urated and aimed at by the Honduras 
company, and that the Honduras Syndi- 
cate, incorporated with a capital of 
$500,000, substituted itself for the Hon- 
duras company. 

The refunding of the debt of Hon- 
duras, amounting to $80,000,000, is in- 
volved in the transaction. 

E. T. Goldberg Disbarred. 


The Appellate Division of the Supreme 
Court has handed down a decision dis- 
barring E. Townsend Goldberg. The 
opinion of the Court rendered per 
curiam, is very severe upon the accused 
attorney. The report states that the re- 
spondent stands before the Court charged 
with being guilty of ‘‘deceit, malprac- 
tice, and acts constituting a misde- 
— as attorney and counsellor at 

w.’’ 


Upon reading the evidence, the opin- 
ion says, the Court is strongly impressed 
with the idea that the referee was very 
lenient toward the respondent, in decid- 
ing that certain charges were not estab- 
lished by sufficient proof. The only 
charge that the referee says is fully 
established was that in October, 1898, 
Goldberg, as attorney for the plaintiff in 
two actions, p writs of replevin 
to be issued against Louis Abrams, de- 
fendant, and took or had taken from 
Abram ’s place of business a large quant- 





—= 


ity of goods not described in the , 
also that he refused to allow Annan 
take an inventory of the goods and 
caused them to be delivered at once to 
the intiffs in the replevin actions 
The Court says that if Goldberg wer, 
ng of the act specified it amounted ty 
but little less than larceny. 

The Court decides that, in view of the 
respondent's previous record, the extreme 
— must be inflicted. He was gus. 
pended from practice for two years 
the General Term upon charges preferreq 
in 1894. [he Appelate Division now 
says: 

That the respondent was unworthy of 
the leniency of the Ovourt is demop. 
strated. The whole of the record now 
before us shows that he is incorrigible 
and defiant in his perversity. He has 
not only failed to heed the admonition of 
the Court to redeem himself, but his 
conduct shows that he is utterly devoid 
of an understanding or appreciation of 
the duty and moral responsibility ot a 
member of the profession, and that he ig 
utterly unworthy to belong to it. 


A reference in the case was ordered 
on May 5th, last, and on May 12th, ex- 
Judge Charles F. Brown was appointed 
referee. He presented his report to the 
Court on January 30th last. W. M. K. 
Olcott was the prosecuting attorney, 
-_, Goldberg appeared in his own be- 


Senator Lindsay to Locate in New York. 

The announcement is made that Sena- 
tor Lindsay of Kentucky, is about to 
enter upon the practice of law in New 
York City. The name of the firm which 
will begin business on the Ist of May 
next 1s Lindsay, Kremer, Kalish & 
Palmer. Senator Lindsay said recently: 

**T contemplate practicing law in New 
York and have entered into an arrange- 
ment looking to that end. Of course I 
shall continue the discharge of my duties 
as senator, not permitting the arrange- 
ment to interfere with them. During 
the interval between the adjournment of 
the present sesson of the senate and the 
commencement of the next I propose to 
give such time to the business of the 
concern as I can. My senatorial duties, 
however, have the first claim on my 
time and attention, and will not in avy 
wise be neglected. ’’ 


Legal Aid Society’s Work. 

At a meeting of the board of directors 
of the Legal Aid Society, held ‘at the 
office of Arthur von Briesen, No. 220 
Broadway, March 22nd, the attorney 
of the society, Carl L. Schurz, reported 
that during the month of February, 941 
applications for relief were made to the 
society, as follows: At the main office, 
470; at the east-side branch, 155; at the 
seaman’s branch, 305; at the women’s. 
branch, 51; total, 941. Of these appli- 
cants 214 were Americans, 190 Germans; 
188 Russians, and the remainder covered 
thirty-one different nationalities. Of 
the 941 applications made to the society 
305 were by seamen. There was col- 
lected in all for clients $836 during the 
month of February, and 337 demand 
notes, involving $6,528.64 were written. 

The attorney in charge of the seamen’s 
branch requested, in view of the diffi- 
culty pertaining to the branch being 
located so far away from the places 
where seamen usually congregate, that 
new quarters be selected near to the Bat- 
tery, which suggestion was adopted by 
the board. A committee from the 
women’s branch appeared relative to 
increasing the powers and responsibili- 
ties of that branch. It was decided that 
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the women should have practically com- 
plete control over the branch, having a 
geretary and attorney assigned under 
the control of their own A 

Carl L. Schurz, who has been the at- 
torney for the society for the last two 
years, Was re-elected attorney for two 


years. 
Justices Adopt New Rules. 


Rules intended to facilitate litigation 
mits for damages for personal injury 

inst railroads have been adopted by 
the Justices of the Supreme Court, and 
forwarded to the Appellate Divison for 
the sanction of that body. 

Only one of them is regarded as cer- 
tain of the support of the higher court, 
at whose request all were drawn up, but 
this, it is believed, will give immediate 
relief from the many difficulties and de- 
lays complained of. This will take 
from Justice McAdam of Part II. of the 
Supreme Court, who holds the preferred 
calendar, all negligence cases, under 
which classification come such actions 
against the railroads. There will be left 
to him the short causes, will cases, and 
mandamus and prohibition proceedings, 
and by a special proviso will cases which 

mise to consume considerable time 
will also be taken out of his hands. 

The justices hope that these rules will 
remove all necessity for the bills intro- 
duced by Assemblyman Fallows and de- 
siged to put a stop to the long delays in 
damage suits against the elevated and 
surface roads of this city. These bills 
have reached the Governor, although 
they are unanimously opposed by the 
justices. The adoption of the rules 
is not regarded as a triumph for 
Lawyer Franklin Pierce, who, in ad- 
dressing the Governor, recently, in 
favor of the Fallows bill fiercely attacked 
Justice McAdam, as the Justices have 
had the matter under consideration for a 
much longer period. 

At the meeting however, it was humor- 
ously suggested that Mr. Pierce be called 
in to assist the justices in their delibera- 
tions over the calendar, and it was re- 
called that he had also made a very vio- 
lent attack on Justice Gildersleeve in a 
letter about a case which he addressed to 
him six weeks ago. 

Mr. Pierce yesterday said that he had 
only stated facts to the Governor. He 
repeated that a considerable numbrr of 
the cases set down for trial before Jus- 
tice McAdam are brought against the 
Metropolitan, Third avenue, and elevated 
roads, and that the justice, instead of 
putting these cases upon the day calen- 
dar in the order in which they were set 
down for trial, selects the shorter cases, 
and that it is often several months be- 
fore a negligence case of this kind is 
He complained too, that the first inti- 
mation that an attorney bas that his case 
is coming to trial comes to him over the 
telephone on the afternoon of the day 
before his case actually a upon the 
day calendar in Justice McAdam 's part, 
when it is often a physical im ibility 
to get witnesses into court. The result, 
Mr. Pierce says, is that a large percent- 
tage of the aciions are sent back to the 
general calendar and not reached for 
trial for from eighteen months to two 
years. Often when the cases are ready 
when called, Justice McAdam refuses to 
hear them. Mr. Pierce says, because the 
trial is likely to be a long one, and in 
either case the aggrieved party losses the 
rma which the law says he shall 

ave. 

Mr. Pierce charges that Justice Mc- 
Adam has insinuated that he is actuated 


by evil motives, and he adds that al- 
though the community is cursed by am- 
bulance-chasing lawyers who rob their 
clients by contingent fees, this is no 
answer to his complaints. 
The full text of Mr. Pierce’s statement 
was shown to Justice McAdam recenty 
‘*It is beneath the dignity of any 
judge,’’ he observed, ‘‘to enter into con- 
troversy with a man such as Mr. Pierce 
seems to be. The statements made by 
him are absolutely false and untrue.’’ 
As a matter of fact, Justice McAdam 
has no hand in making up the calendar. 
That is the work of Olerk Duffy who . 
was appointed by the Appellate Division 
and is entirely under its control. The 
only thing that the clerk gets from Jus- 
tice McAdam is a list of short calendar 
causes set down for trial. These are all 
taken from orders, all of which are ap- 
pealable to the Appellate Division. 
Justices agree that longer notice than 
over night cannot be sent out in these 
preferred cases, because, not being gifted 
with prescience, they cannot tell what 
cases will be available on any particular 
day until the close of the day before. 


OBITUARIES. 
George H. Adams. 

George H. Adams, formerly of the 
firm of Holmes & Adams, at No. 66 
Broadway, died on April 8, in a hospital 
from a stroke of apoplexy which came 
upon him as he was riding in a Madison 
avenue car the day before. He’ was 
born in Massachusetts, and was a boy 
volunteer in the Civil War, becoming a 
captain before he was twenty-one. 
After the war he went to Harvard and 
graduated in 1870. When Peter B. 
Olney was District Attorney he made 
Mr. Adams an Assistant District Attor- 
ney. Mr. Adams was a member of the 
University, Harvard and Rockaway 
Hunt Clubs, the Bar Association, the 
Law Institute and the Downtown Asso- 
ciation. 


John H. Burchell. 

John H. Burchell, Grand Attorney 
General of the Knights of St. John and 
Malta of America, died recently at the 
home of his sister, Mrs. M. Alexander, 
248 Garfield place, Brooklyn. He was 
thirty-seven years old and was a success- 
ful practicing lawyer of that borough at 
the time of his death. He was locally 
attached to Brooklyn Encampment of 
The Knights of St. John and Malta. 


Charlies T. Dunckle, 

Charles T. Dunckle, a well known 
lawyer in Boston and New York, and 
for twenty years a resident of Brook- 
line, Mass., died recently at his resi- 
dence in that town of Bright’s disease. 
He was graduated at Harvard in the 
class of 1861, and received his decree 
from the Harvard law school in 1868. 
He began his professional career in New 
York city, and was a member of the bar 
there for over ten years. In 1879 the 
took up his residence in Brookline, 

Ernest Snook. 

Ernest Snook died at his home 534 Put- 
nam ave., Brooklyn, his death being due 
to consumption, from which he has suf- 
fered a year. He was born in Brooklyn on 
Nov. 8, 1872, and had always lived in 
that borough. He was a lawyer, with 
an office in the Home Life Building, 
Manhattan, and had a good reputation 
as a pleader. He was active in ubli- 
can politics, was president of the 
Twenty-first Ward Repulican Association 
and aided his party on the stump. He 
had been a candidate for Assembly nomi- 





nation several times. He was a member 
of Eucid Lodge F. and A. M. 


Edward |. Renick. 

News has been received of the sudden 
death in Paris of Edward I. Renick, of 
the New York firm of Condert Brothers. 
He was formerly in the service of, the 
government at Washington, having been 
for six years a solicitor in the Treasury 
Department and for four years i 
clerk of the State Department. In 
Washington he was the representative of 
Coudert Brothers. 
He sailed for France February 15th, 
with the Count and Countess de Castel- 
lane, to look after their French interests. 
Mr. Renick was born in land, but 
had lived in both Virginia and Georgia, 
having been appointed to the govern- 
ment service from the latter State. He 
was educated at Roanoke College and 
the University of Virginia, studying 
law at the latter institution, and adopt- 
ing the legal profession as a matter of 
taste. 

Mr. Renick entered the civil”service in 
1884 as aclerk in the 
ment at asalary of $1,200. or nine 
years he served continuously in that de- 
partment, and in April 1893 was ap- 
pointed Chief of the Bureau of Statistics 
of the State Department. In 1895 he 
was made chief clerk to succeed Mr. 
Rockhill, who had been — Third 
Assistant Secretary. While Chief of the 
Bureau Statistics, Mr. Renick made 
many reforms in the manner in which 
consular reports were gathered, 
and edited, and under his direction this 
important branch of the public service 


began to take rank with ing 
work in the consular service of leading 
foreign nations. In this ition also 


Mr. Renick became famiilar with the 
personel of the service, and with the 
special abilities of each member, thus 
acquiring a valuable fund of information 
which proved of great benefit to the De- 
partment. 

When advanced to the position of 
Chief Clerk of the State Department, 
Mr. Renick was speedily recognized as 
one of the ablest men who ever held this 
most onerous and delicate position. 
The chief clerkship is a post which de- 
mands ability of the highest order and a 
versatility rarely found in a government 
official. The chief clerk must not only 
possess a thorough knowledge of the de- 
tails of de ental methods and ex- 
ecutive ability of the highest order in 
despatching routine business, but he 
must also be a diplomat of no little skill. 
His official daties are not limited to the 
ordinary work of the de ent, but he 
may at any time be called upon to per- 
form special functions of a social charac- 
ter on occasions when the comfort of the 
entire diplomatic corps may depend upon 
his tact and intelligence. It was con- 
ceded that Mr. Renick met the demands 
of his position in an admirable manner. 

When his position in the government 
service was well he resigned to 
become an associate counsel with the 
firm with which he was connected at 
the time of his death. 


CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT ASSO- 
CIATIONS. 


The National Association of Credit 
Men has sent to Congress a memorial 
asking that the new bankruptcy bill as 
drawn by the National Association of 
Bankruptcy Referees be passed. The 
memorial was introduced in the Senate 
on April 5th, and also in the House by 
Co: G. W. Ray, of New York, 

amending 





ngressman 
who also introduced the 





bill 
the present bankruptcy lawg*Following 
isthe petition . -~ 
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**Your memorialist. the National As- 
sociation of Credit Men, embraces within 
its membership individuals, firms and 
corporations to the number of 2,800, 
resident in every state in the United 
States, and en in the banking, 
manufacturing, wholesale and jobbing 
business. 

**Its primal object is the adoption of 
such methods and measures as will tend 
to surround the extension of credit in 
all branches with as many protective 
safeguards as it is reasonable and possi- 
ble to employ. In conformity with this 
object it has naturally invited and 
sought such character of legislative as- 
sistance and relief as would enable it to 
accomplish the purposes for which it 
Was organi and now most respect- 
fully submits to you its views and con- 
clusions regarding the nature and effect 
of the operation of the act of Congress 
approved July 1, 1898, entitled, ‘An act 
to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptcy throughout the United States.’ 

**Your memorialist represents the 
largest organized body of credit givers in 
this country, and it is accordingly quali- 
fied to speak understandingly and with 
emphasis in behalf of those interests 
regarding the act referred to. The 
enactment of this measure was hailed by 
those who extend credit asa deserved 
and beneficient deliverance from the un- 
just and choatic system of State laws on 
the question of insolvency, with which 
for many years they had to contend. 
They welcomed the era created by this 
law, when the honest debtor would be 
emancipated from that legal bondage, 
which negatived the usefulness he might 
be able to manifest in the business 
world, and all creditors, great and small, 

and rich, would enjoy inviolable 
able equality before the law in the dis- 
tribution of insolvent estates. 

‘*The operations of the law up to this 
time have vindicated the hopes and de- 
sires of the mercantile community in 
the particulars referred to, but sensative 
to the fact that the amendment of cer- 
tain provisions of this law would make 
it more effective in behalf of those ob- 
jects at which it is aimed, viz. the pro- 
section of the the honest debtor and 
creditor, as against those who have been 
guilty of dishonesty, your memorialist 
earnestly solicits your consideration of 
and favorable action upon the changes, 
modifications and amendments incorpor- 
ated in the bill introduced by the Hon. 

W. Ray, of New York, and 
known as house bill No. 9882, and your 
memorial further desires to record its 
cordial commendation of that proposed 


measure. 
**Respectfully submitted on behalf of 
your memorialist by its officers. 
**John Field, President, 
‘* Philadelphia. 
‘*Wm. A. Prendegrast, Secretary, 
‘*New York.’’ 





BOOK REVIEWS. 


Deed forms annotated. Edited by Emer- 
son E. Ballard, Editor of ‘‘ Ballard’s 
Law of Real Property,’’ published 
by the Ballard Publishing Co., 
Logansport, Ind. Price $3.50. — 

After wading through a most formida- 
ble title consisting of some hundred and 
eighteen words including the words 

‘‘Deed Forms Annotated’? which we 

have given here as the name of the book, 

we examined the work with considerable 

interest. There is really room for a 

compendium of all the real property 

laws of the United States similar to the 


a 
b Mead 











Corporation Law Digest prepared by 
Gilbert and Cummings. While the pres- 
ent has notin all respects fulfilled our ex- 
pectation, still it may be said to be of 
considerable value, containing as it 
does, the laws of each state and territory 
relative to the formal requisites of deeds. 
The states are alphabetically arranged, 
each forming a separate division in the 
book. Forms of the various deeds are 
also added. For instance, the portion 
treating of New York law to which we 
naturally turned, consists of Sections 207, 
208, 228, 252, 255, 256, 248, 258, 251, 248, 
249, 250, 257, etc. of the Revised Statutes, 
same being annotated. 

A considerable portion of the work is 
taken up with adiscussion upon the Law 
of Abstracts, in fact, it would be almost 
correct to call it a treatise on abstract 
law. Sections 5-13 inclusive contains 
an excellent summary of the liabiilty of 
an abstractor. While the work does not 
seem to have added anything new to 
legal literature, still it fulfils its mission 
as a ready reference guide to real estate 
attorneys, in a satisfactory manner, and 
will no doubt prove extremely valua- 
ble obviating as it does a search through 
the statutes of any state in the Union 
whose ‘‘Deed Law’’ it is desired to 
ascertain. 

Cases on Private International Law by 
John Dwyer, LL. M.,, Instractor of 
Law in the Department of Law of 
the University of Michigan. Pub- 
lished by George Wahr, Ann Arbor. 
Price $2.50 


Speaking generally, we cannot say 
that we regard volumes of cases as of 
much interest to the general practitioner, 
though their value to students is unques- 
tioned. In the present instance, how- 
ever, we are rather inclined to make an 
exception to the rule. The present sub- 
ject comparatively speaking does not 
seem to have been an especial favorite 
with law writers and the amount of 
literature upon it is such that an open- 
ing is afforded for a work of this kind. 
Although referred to as being on 
‘*Private International Law,’’ yet it 
would almost seem more accurate to 
say that it treats of conflict of jurisdic- 
tion. Omitting the introductory portion 
consisting of 17 pages, we find that the 
authorities therein set forth are placed 
either under the head of (1) Domicil, (2) 
Nationality, and (3) Jurisprudence and 
Ohboice of Law. The first is divided as fol- 
lows: Definition and requisites of Domi- 
cil, Domcils of Origin and of Choice, Dom- 
icilin Uncivilized Countries, Reverter of 
Domicil, Commercial Domicil, Domicil 
of Married Women, of Infants, of Insane 
Persons, of Apprentices, of Sailors, of 
Students, for Purposes of Taxation and 
Evidence of Domicil. Cases reported in 
all number 43 of which 14 are in the 
United States Courts, 4 in New York, 
4 in Michigan, and the remainder mis- 
cellaneous. 


LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


Edward Lockwood, a lawyer of One- 
onta, Ononta County, New York, was 
committed to Bellevue Asylum, New 
York City, for examination as to his 
sanity on March 11. He forced his way 
into Webster Hall on the evening of 
March 10, according to the janitor, de- 
manding that somebody’s body be given 
to him, and was arrested when he would 
not go away. 








After a brief hearing on February 
28rd, the Supreme Bench, which em- 
braces all the courts=in Baltimore, or- 































dered the name of Thomas ©. pel 
stricken from the rolls of the Balti 
Bar Association. Mr. COhapell o 
proceedings in bis own behalf by §jj 
a motion to quash the service and 
return and to vacate the order of the 
court, arguing that the process Was not 
served in a legal way, as he is a resident 
of New York and a non-resident of 
land. 

The Bench overruled Mr. Chapell’, 
motion. The order was passed withont 
further argument on Mr. Chapell’s own 
plea that he is a non-resident. 


i 


Akron O.—March 6, 1900.—Disbar. 
ment proceedings are to be instituteg 
against two local attorneys. 

This action is the result of the recent 
meeting of the Akron Bar Association, 

The Grievance committee made a re. 
port recommending that charges be filed 
against S. ©. Miller. Attorney ©. PF 
Beery is the complaining witness. He 
claims that Attorney Miller was guilty 
of unprofessional conduct in connection 
with an action in which they were at. 
torneys for the opposing parties. It ig 
alleged by Beery that Miller secured ap 
affidavit, which cast reflection on hig 
(Beery’s) professional integrity by mak. 
ing false statements. The other case 
called to the attention of the Association, 
was that against Attorney Norris, who 
is serving a term in the penitentiary for 
forgery. 


James B. Cooley, a prominent lawyer 
of Troy, was arrested recently on a war- 
rant charging him with obtaining $3,700 
from Joseph Hammon of Saratoga on 
misrepresentation. 

The story of the police is that over a 
year ago Cooley and Hammon became 
intimately acquainted and Hammon in- 
formed Cooley that he would like to in- 
vest $3,700 in mortgages. The attorney 
told him that he could place that amount 
out very handily and it would be a good 
investment. Hammon gave the $3,700 
to Cooley a year ago and received papers 
for the mortgages. He received his in- 
terest for the same, but recently Ham- 
mon learned that the mortgages that 
Cooley had given him were bogus and 
worthless and he therefore secured a 
warrant for Cooley’s arrest. 


A sensational incident, which resulted 
in the arrest of Attorney Richard Glea- 
son, occurred prior to the opening of the 
Meriden city court recently. While the 
officials and a number of spectators were 
grouped about the room awaiting the 
time for court to convene, Attorney 
Gleason entered the rvom and, it is 
cluimed, after directing abusive and in- 
sulting language at Judge James P. 
Platt, threatened to assault him. Glea- 
son was then placed under arrest by 
Chief of Police Van Nostrand. The 
charge against bim is intoxication, assult 
and using abusive language. Those in 
the court room at the time the incident 
occurred, claim that the trouble arose 
over Gleason accusing Judge Platt of 
showing favoritism in recent cases of 
arrest of property owners for failing to 
have snow removed from their sidewalks. 
Gleason, it is alleged, continued to press 
his accusation in most abusive language, 
and when Judge Platt ordered him to 
desist, adding that if he did not do so 
he would be sent to jail, Gleason shook 
his fist in Judge Platt’s face and said, 
**1’ll smash you. 


Francis B. Leland, manager of a col- 
lection agency was arrested recently, in 
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London Ct., on a warrant charging 
yim with the larceny of $500 from the 
gw frm of Thayer & Perry of Worces- 
ter, Mass. Up to the time the discovery 
‘the larceny was made by Lawyers 
and Perry, he had the confidence 
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Worcester. He resides at 9 Ball street, 
and has a wife and one child. The war- 
rant on which he was arrested charged 
him with the larceny ot $500, but he got 
away with more money. There is at 
least another hundred that cannot be 
accounted for. 


Columbia, 8S. O. March 8.—G. W. M. 
Williams has been arrested in Augusta, 
Ga., by United States officers for getting 
mail addressed to G. W. M. Wilkinson, 
of that city, and incidentally forging 
Wilkinson’s name to checks found in the 
mail. Williams was at one time a 
prominent lawyer in this State and a 
member of the Legislature from Barn- 
well. He also had offices in Columbia. 
In 1892 he espoused the cause of Gover- 
nor Tillman, and in that had the 
editor of one of the leading papers in the 
State d from his home in this 
city to Barnwell on a charge of criminal 
libel, which the Grand Jury threw ont. 
Subsequently he moved to Savannah, and 
two years ago was indicted there for 
fraud and obtaining money under false 
pretenses, having, as it was alleged, used 
money belonging to a widow client. He 
was convicted and sentenced to a year 
in the chain gang. Pending an appeal 
for a new trial Williams was released on 
bond. The new trial wasrefused. Will- 
jams was in hiding near his home in this 
State. Governor Candler of Georgia 
sent an agent to Governor Ellerbe with 
requisition papers. The paper was hon- 
ored but Ellerbe being ill, his name was 
signed by his private secretary, who had 
power of attorney. When the Georgia 
agent presented his papers to a magis- 
trate in Barnwell, that official delayed 
serving them till he informed Williams. 
The ex-lawyer—Williams having been 
disbarred in this State on his con- 
Viction in Georgia—immediately went 
to another magistrate and swore 
out a warrant against the agent of the 
charging 
the signature was not that of Governor 
Ellerbe. The — was arrested and 
taken to jail. ile he was eo 
to get bondsmeu, Williams fled, and 
not been heard from till his arrest for 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


Cornell University--College of Law. 
Extensive improvements are being 
made to the Law Library, which will 
give more available shelf room, and 
make access to the Moak library more 
direct. 

Hon. F. M. Finch is delivering his 
course of twenty one lectures on the 
history and evolution of law, before the 
senior class of the college. 

Many of the senior class remained at 
the University during the spring recess. 
Cincinnati University Department of Law. 

Mr. Gustavus H. Wald was recently 
chosen Dean of the Law Department of 
the Cincinnati Univeristy to succeed ex- 
United States Judge William H. Taft, 
resigned. 

Dean Wald has been connected with 
the Law School ever since its establish- 
ment in June 1896, and has devoted con- 
siderable of his time to the interests of 
that institution. He is looked upon as 
one of the best men that could have been 
selected to fill the place as Dean. He is 
a graduate of Yale and aleo of the law 
depaitment of Harvard University, was 
admitted to the Massachusett’s bar 
twenty-seven years ago, and has since 
then been in practice. 


Northwestern aaa pe -- Department of 
aw 


When President Rogers has raised the 
$2,000,000 he has been trving so hard to 
obtain the law school will be removed to 
Evanston, and a suitable building will 
be erected on the campus for its library 
and classrcoms. At present the law 
school has quarters in the Central Y. M. 
C. A. building, Chicago. Formerly it 
was in a suite of rooms in the Masonic 
Temple. Both these quarters have 
proved inadequate to the needs of the 
school. Students in attendance are 
anxious to come out to Evanston, and the 
college men at Evanston have in turn 
shown themselves in favor of bringing 
at least one of the professional schools 
from Chicago to Evanston. They assert 
that with more men to draw upon they 
can do better in athletics, and as a result 
the school spirit, which has been dead 
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possible objection which some will raise 
to this contemplated removal will be 
because of the absence of the exten- 
sive law library which the students 
have at their disposal in Chicago. But 
the law school has a large library of its 
own, and with the assistance of some of 
the $2,000,000 it could become one of 
the largest in the West. President 
Rogers will not tell for what the money 
is to be used until he raised it. 
New York University--Law School. 

The law library of the late Justice 
Charles P. Daly, which has just been 
given to the Law School of New York 
University, comprises only about one 
thousand volumes, but its value is great. 
Many of the books are of rare editions. 
Justice Daily was a collector who spared 
neither money nor time to secure a book 
which he wanted. He was a student of 
tthe old Irish laws, and whenever he 
went abroad he spent much of his time 
in old book stores looking for works bear- 
ing on this subject. Some of the 
volumes which he secured in this way 
were the only copies owned in this coun- 

. At the time of his death it was 
suggested that his collection of law books 
should be preserved in some public insti- 
tution, but as he had made no provision 
in his will for such disposition it was ex- 
pected that the books would be scattered 
as Augustin Daly’s collection has been. 
Justice Daly’s library was not devoted 
exclusively to law books, and many of 
his geographical works were rare and 
valuable. 

The closing exercises of the Woman’s 
Law Class of New York University were 
held at the concert hall of Madison 
Square Garden on the evening of March 
29th. The stage was beautifully decor- 
ated with flowering plants and groups 
of palms. On the platform were Miss 
Helen M. Gould, Dr. Clarence D. Ash- 
ley, dean of the law faculty; Mrs. 
Esther Herrman and Mrs. H. W. Book- 
staver. 

A brief address was made by Professor 
Isaac Franklin Russell, the class lec- 
turer, who, after a few words of wel- 
come to the many graduates of former 
years who were present, spoke in part, 
as follows: : : 

““The Woman’s Law Class is main- 
tained in the belief that the law of the 
land is to be studied not only profes- 
sionlly, but as a branch of liberal cul- 
ture. This idea is not novel nor peculiar to 
the New York University. Blackstone 
and Kent wrote their immortal commen- 
taries not in answer to the demand for 
professional training, but to meet the 
needs of undergraduate university stu- 
dents. No friend of the University 
wishes to herald the graduates of this 
evening as full fledged lawyers. They 
have devoted their best energies for the 
past five months to a course of lectures 
on elementary jurisprudence and the 

rinciples of commercial and business 

w, and they have passed a strict ex- 
awination on the studies of the academic 
year. For this they receive the chan- 
cellor’s certificates. 

‘*Few women, it may be admitted, 
are qualified to win distinction as trial 
lawyers; few men, very few men, have 
been able to reach that attitude of legal 
attainment. Doubtless thie is due, in 
great part to lack of opportunity. It is 
next to impossible for a young lawyer to 
shape his career with a view to achiev- 
ing eminence in the actual trial of 
causes. But it is possible, in a metropo- 
lis of several millions of inhabitants and 
of wealth inconceivably vast, for a young 
lawyer of either sex, with high character 





and resolute purpose, and with a fair 
share of energy and patience, to find a 
place of py cn, service in some de- 
partment of legal practice. 

‘*Forensic advocacy, or daily appear- 
ance in the disputes at court, engages 
the attention of only a small precentage 
of the members of the profession. Just 
as the expert physician devotes his labor 
more to the prevention of disease than 
to its expulsion and cure, so an honora- 
ble lawyer, true to the venerable tradi- 
tion that holds litigation in abhorrence, 
aims at so directing the business en- 
trusted to his supervision by wise coun- 
sel that no quarrel can ibly arise.’’ 

The following is a list of this year’s 
— of the Woman’s Law Class, 
7-5 bay =~ in number: Miss Jessie 
Ashley, Miss Winifred Davey Banks, M. 
D., Miss Marian Ethel Barron, Miss 
Alice Viola Bird, Miss Estelle Morde 
Boyer, Mrs. Charlotte Morrell Brackett, 
Miss Tusi Ida May Bradley, Miss Anna 
Louise Brewer, Miss Hannah Buchs- 
baum, Miss Adelma Helene Burd, Miss 
Adelia Sturtetvant Burnett, B. L. Ober: 
lin; Miss M Josephine Candler, B. 
A. Y. N. C.; Miss Ella Mendora Chad- 
wick, Miss Adele Sturgses Dodd, Miss 
Lois Corbin Dunton, Miss Jennie Dor- 
man, Miss Elizabeth Chapin Eaton, Miss 
Caroline Ella Field, Miss Jessie Allen 
Fowler, Mrs. Caroline Headley Henry, 
Mrs. Marianna Jackson Hunter, Miss 
Pauline Kappaus, Mrs. Susie Williams 
Kimball, Mrs. Mary Elizabeth King, Mrs. 
Alicia Lindsay Laird, Mrs. Sarah Joseph- 
ine Meredith Lanstaff, Miss Elizabeth 
Cathrine Lauterbach, A. B., N. Y. N.C.; 
Mrs. Dru-silla Everett Kehman, Mrs. Anna 
Von Kionbusch Loyd, B. L., Cincinnati 
University, Miss Susan Glover Macomber, 
Miss Josephine McMahon, Miss Mand 
Miller, M. D.; Mrs. Anna Leisenrin 
Northrop, Miss Mary Ellen O’Connell, 
Miss Katharine Reed, Miss 
Florence Rutledge, Miss Corinne Ger- 
trude Sawyer, . Kate Kidder Stro- 
bridge, Miss Lillian Eilzabeth Tapscott, 
Miss Ethel Thompson, Mrs. Cora Welles 
Trow, Miss Lewis Valentine, Miss 
Kathlyne Knickerbocker Viele, Miss 
Rosemary Elizabeth Walsh, Miss Annie 
Simms Whitehouse, Miss Mary Wilkie, 
Miss Ray Wilner, Miss Alice Martha 
Winnington. 

Miss Chadwick is a daughter of the 
Rev. Dr. James 8S. Chadwick of Brook- 
lyn. Mrs. Langstaff is the wife of Dr. 
i Elliott Langstaff of Seventh avenue, 
Brooklyn. Miss Reed is a daughter of 
Thomas B. Reed, ex-speaker of the 
House of Representatives. Mrs. Stro- 
bridge is the wife of the Rev. Dr. George 
E. Strobridge of Brooklyn. The follow- 
ing reside in Brooklyn; Miss Barton, 
Miss Ohadwick, Mrs. Kimball, Mrs. 
Lingstaff, Mrs. Lehman, Mrs. Stro- 
bridge, Miss Valentine, Miss White- 
house, Miss Winnington. 

Syracuse University--College of Law. 

We are in receipt of a catalogue of the 
foregoing institution, and have examined 
it with considerable attention. The fol- 
lowing are the instructors: 

James B. Brook;, A. M., D. O. L., 
dean of the Coll of Law, professor of 
law; equity, jurisprudence, trusts, and 
constitutional law. 

Giles H. Stilwell, A. M., professor of 
law ; personal property and torts. 

Edward H. Burdick, A. M., professor 
of law; contracts and domestic relations. 

Frank R. Walker, A. M., professor of 
law. ; bills and notes and the law of real 
property. 

William Nottingham, A. M., Ph.'D., 
instructor of law of corporations. 





——— 
—= 
Charles L. Stone, A. M., LL. B,, in. 
stractor in peincipal and agent. ” 
George McGowan, A. M., instructor 
in elementary law and trusts. 

Edwin Nottingham, Ph. B., instructor 

in Aa ve ae A ag 
rt ©. illips, A. M , instructor 
in Wills and adminstration. 

Louis L. Walters, LL. M., ins 
in statute law, including the statute of 
limitations and the statute of frauds, 

Lamont Stilwell, instractor in partner. 
a. and liens. 

ylon H. Lewis, A. M., instructor jp 
practice. 

Benjamin J. Shove, A. M., instructor 
in criminal law and procedure 1n crip. 
inal cases. 

Edward ©. Wright, A. M., instructor 
in the law of sales. 

Hon. Peter B. McLennan, A, 
judge of the Appeliate Division of the 
Supreme Court, lecturer on the trials of 
actions. 

Hon. Irving G. Vann, A. M., LL. D,, 
judge of the Court of Appeals, lecturer 
on the law of insurance. 

Hon. Louis Marshall, lecturer on the 
constitution of the State of New York. 

Professor Frank Smalley, Ph. D,, 
lecturer on Roman law. 

S. M. Coon, A. M., LL. B., lecturer 
on international law. 

Charles G. Baldwin, A. M., LL. B., 
lecturer on medical jurisprudence. 

Professor William Harrison Mace, Ph, 
D., lecturer on the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Alfred Wilkinson, A. B., lecturer on 
the law of patents. 

Hon. Michael E. Driscoll, A. M., lect 
turer on the law of negligence. 

Oharles W. Andrews, A. B., lecturer 
on searching and examination of titles, 

Florence Campbell Sherwood, instruc. 
tor in elocution. 

This college was organized by the 
Board of Trustees at the annual meeting 
of the board in June 1895, and was in- 
augurated on the 23rd day of September 
following. The present plan of organi- 
zation proposes : 

(1) To give the student a course of 
study covering a period of three years 
which shall embrace all the subjects that 
are essential to a comprehensive knowl- 
edge of the law. 

(2) To put the student in contact with 
teachers who are at their best in their 

fessional career, and who are able to 
impart both a knowledge of the law and 
the enthusiasm of men en in the 
actual daily application of principals 
which they teach. 

(3) To enable the student to economize 
the time to be devoted to his preparatory 
study and thus to economize the expense 
and at the same time to furnish him the 
means of a full and complete preparation 
for a professional career. 

(4) To confer upon the student who 
shall accomplish the work of the course, 
the degree of bachelor of laws. 

ADMISSION. 


(1) Graduates of a literary college or 

universty may be admitted without ex- 
amination upon exhibiting their diplo- 
mas. 
(2) Persons who have been regularly 
admitted to the bar in any state may be 
admitted to any of the three classes 
without examination. 

(3) All other applicants for admission 
must pass a satisfactory examination 
upon subjects prescribed in the rules of 
the Court of Appeals of the State of 
New York, except that a certificate of 
the Board of Regents of the State of New 
York, a diploma issued by a high school 
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aademy maintainng satisfactory 
¢ of study, or a certificate of havt 
‘ag heen admitted to any college or unit 
versity of approved grade may be 
ted in lieu of such examination. 

(4) Any person of good moral charac- 
over eighteen a of age may be 
itted to this college, but no student 

can be entitled to an examination for a 

unless he has complied with the 
requirements for admission above pre- 
scribed. 

(5) Members of the junior and senior 
classes, in good standing in the College 
of Liberal Arts, may elect work in the 
course in Law which shall count toward 

ution in both the Coll of Liberal 
Arts, and the College of w, but the 
work so elected cannot exceed one year’s 
work in the College of Law. Each elec- 
tion shall be subject to the approval of 
the faculties of said colleges. 

This provision enables a student to 
complete both a course in the College of 
Liberal Arts and a course in law in six 
years. 

(6) Students may be admitted to ad- 
yanced standing as members of the 
second year class, but the applicant must 
comply with the foregoing requirements 
for admission to the first-year class, and 
also pass a satisfactory examination in 
the work of the first year, or present 
satisfactory proof of haviug completed 
that work in another law school of ap- 

ved grade. 

No student shall be admitted to ad- 
yanced standing as a member of the 
third-year class except by special per- 
mission of the faculty, and in no case 
shall such permission be given unless 
the student shall have pursued the stady 
of the law for at least two full years, 
and also shall have passed a satisfactory 
examination in all the work prescribed 
for the first and second-year classes. 

The following is the course of study. 

First year.—Contracts: Four hours a 
week, first term. Two hours a week, 
second term. Anson, on contracts. Pro- 
fessor Burdick. Torts: Two hours a 
week. Biglow on the law of torts. 
Professor Gile H. Stilwell. Elementary 
law: Two hours a week, first term. 
Robinson’s elementary law. Mr. Mc- 
Gowan. Personal property: Two hours 
a week. Bentley’s personal property. 
Professor Giles H. Stilwell. ills and 
notes: Two hours a week. Horton on 
bills and notes. Professor Giles H. Stil- 
well. Legal ethics: One hour a week, 
first term. Dean Brooks. Roman law: 
One hour a week, second term. Pro- 
fessor Smalley. Domestic relations: 
Two hours a week, secondterm. Tiffany 
on Domestic relations. Professor Bur- 
dick. Criminal law and procedure: Two 
hours a week, second term. May’s 
criminal law. Mr. Shove. 

Second year.—Criminal law and pro- 
cedure: Two hours a week, first term. 

May’s criminal law. Mr. Shove. 
Real property: Two hours a week. 
Tiedeman on real property. Professor 
Walker. Law of evidence: Two hours a 
week. Stephen’s Digest of the law of 
evidence. Mr. Edwin Nottingham. 
Quais Contract: One hour a week, first 
term. Professor Burdick. Law of 
agency: Two hours a week, first term. 
Huffcut’s elements of the law of agency. 
Mr. Stone. Civil procedure at common 
law: Two hours a week, first term, 


Perry’s common law pleading. Dean 
Brooks. Statute law, statute of frauds, 
Statute of limitations: Two hours a 


week, first term. Mr. Waters. Hypo- 
thetical cases: One hour a week, first 
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Two hours a week, second term. Sales 
and warrants: Two hours a week, second 
term. Mr. Wright. New York code of 
civil .procedure: Two hours a week, 
second term. Mr. Lewis.. Partnershp 
and liens: Two hours a week, second 
term. Mr. Lamont Stlillwell. Equity 
jurisprudence: Two hours a week, second 
term. Bigelow on equity. Professor 
Walker. 

Third year.—Equity 
Two hours a week, first term. Professor 
Walker. Trusts: Two hours a week. 
Underhill on trusts. Professor Walker. 
Corporations: Two hours a week. Mr. 
William Nottingham. New York code 
of civil procedure: Two hours a week, 
first term. Mr. Lewis. Bailments in- 
cludng common carriers, and damages: 
Two hours a week, first term. Professor 
Burdick. Law of negligence: One hour 
a week, first term. Mr. Driscoll. Medi- 
cal jurisprudence: One hour a week, 
first term, Mr. Baldwin. Wills and ad- 
ministration ;: Two hours a week, second 
term. Chaplin on wills. Mr. Phillips. 
Constitutional law: Two hours hours a 
week, second term. COooley’s principles 
of constitutional law. Dean Brooks. 
Insurance: One hour a week, second 
term. Judge Vann. Mott court: One 
hour a week. Special lectures: Inter- 
national Law, M. Ccon; United States 
Constitution, Professor Mace; Constitu- 
tion of the State of New York. Mr. 
Marshall; Law of Patents, Mr. Wilkin- 
son; Trial of Actions, Judge McLennan ; 
Seaching and Examination of Titles. 
Mr. Andrews. 

Elocution: One hour a 
dents of all the classes. 
Campbell Sherwood. 

Hon. Charles Andrews, ex-chief judge 
of the Court of Appeals of the State of 
New York, has been engaged to deliver 
an address before the college on some 
date during the next college year. The 
precise date and the subject of this ad- 
dress will be announced. 

Bryn Mawr College. 

The success of the study of theoretic 
law at Bryn Mawr College seems to have 
been established even by the end of the 


jurisprudence : 


week for stu- 
Miss Florence 


first semester. Prof. Clarence D. Ash- 
ley, Dean of the Law School of New 
York University, recently returned the 


examination papers to the secretary of 
the college, with the following state- 
ment:: 

“I have never before returned an ex- 
amination report containing so many 
high marks. The paper was a difficult 
one, and I marked the answers with crit- 
ical severity. It seems to me that the 
result is somewhat remarkable. If this 
class is any fair test of the average work 
done in the college, I can only say that 
I do not know of any other undergrad- 


uate work in this country which will 
compare with it.” 
Washington University Law School, 


The life and character of Rufus Choate, 


the great Massachusetts lawyer, who 
surpassed his friend and contemporary, 
Daniel Webster, in the profession of law 
and equaled him in the field of oratory, 
furnished the subject of an interesting 


and able address delivered by J. J. Mc- 
Cafferty, of the Seattle bar, to the stu- 
dents of the University Law School on 
March 7. 

Mr. McCafferty followed the career of 
the great jurist from boyhood up, dwell- 
ing especially upon his achievements as 
an orator. Inter alia he said: 

“It has been frequently remarked, both 
by lawyers an@ laymen, that few of the 
brilliant and successful advocates who 
have adorned the profession of the law in 
America and England have left behind 
them any permanent or abiding monu- 
ments of their genius. The eloquence of 
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New York 
Annotated Cases. 


By WAYLAND E, RENJAMIN. 


Being current decisions of the New 


York Courts of general interest 
and usefuiness, with special 
reference to points of prac- 
tice, pleading, evidence, 
etc., with notes. 


The special features of these reports are : 


FIRST. Reports of a large Number 
of New York Cases. Special care being 
taken to make the head notes full and acenr- 
ate, and the abstract of the opinion to give 
the exact language of the court, and all the 
cases cited. 

SECOND. Reporting cases deciding 
novel points of substantive law which are 
of general interest, and cases of every-day 
usefulness in points of pleading, practice, 
evidence, etc. A recent estimate shows 
that forty-seven per cent. of the appealed 
cases relate to points of practice, and this 
sufficiently proves the utility of a series of 
reports specially devoted to the report of 
practice cases. 

THIRD. Full and complete anno- 
tation by reference (mainly) to New York 
authorities. Extended notes, and every 
case reported freely annotated, This is 
a feature not found in the official or any 
other current series of reports of New York 
cases, and renders the New York Anno- 
tated Cases of special and permanent 
value. 


6 Volumes, complete set to date, 
bound in full sheep, for 


$15.00 
EXPRESS PREPAID. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK COMPANY, 


PUBLISHERS, 
ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


Abeve will be continued by monthly parts ad- 
vance sheets. Two ve s. per year, price per 
beund vel. including advance sheets, $1.00. 
Expenses paid. Send for sample number. 


Cavears, Trave-Marks, 
CoprriGHTs and 
Desiens. 

20 Years Experience. 


ENDORSEMENTS FROM ACTUAL CLIENTS. 
FURNISHED ON REQUEST. 


Consult references in Washington—Bradstreet’s Agenc 
phe Columbia National Bank and the Lincoln National Bank. 


E. C. SICCERS, 
NATIONAL UNION BUILDING, 
918 F Street, N. W., Washington, D. C.. 














quence, seems fated to be short lived, 
This seems to be true to some extent of 
the subject of my address. Rufus Choate, 
scholar, advocate, master of eloquence, 
statesman and patriot; a great lawyer 
whose sweetness of temper and unsel- 
fish love of all things great and good 
were almost as remarkable as the splen- 
dor of his genius. 

“Mr. Choate had no special claim: 
to attention. He was industrious., 





the bar, above all other species of elo- 


learned and eloquent, but he led no one- 
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to regard him as the rival of Webster. 
He admired Webster, and Webster often 
expressed his admiration for Mr, Choate, 
Both these great men were warm per- 
sonal friends. Webster was too great a 
man for envy, and his admiration for 
Mr. Choate was only equaled by that for 
Judge Marshall, who was not a rival. 

Mr. McCafferty closed his address by 
quoting extensively from Mr. Choate’s 
address to the law students of Harvard 
College, in 1845; from his eulogy on Dan- 
iel Webster, delivered before Dartmouth 
College, in ‘1853, and from his speech in 
the Senate in 1844, on the Oregon ques- 
tion, all of which he (Mr. McCafferty) 
referred to as masterpieces of oratory. 
The eulogy, Mr. McCafferty said, was 
one of the grandest orations ever deliv- 
ered, and asserted that Mr. Choate’s rep- 
utation as a great orator, were it to rest 
on this alone, would forever endure. 


RECENT DEATHS. 
SEE a: 
ARKANSAS. 
Judge Theodore F. Sorrell, Pine Bluff. 
COLORADO. 
Judge J. E. Rockwell, Denver. 
CONNECTICUT. 


Leverett M. Austin, Hartford. 

Judge John F. Gilbert, Ridgefield. 
Col. Douglass Leffingwell, New Havea. 
John T. Jenning, Bristol. 


ILLINOIS. 





myra. 

Judge Edmund L. Cooper, Greenfield. 
INDIANA 

Jacob W. Kern, Terra Haute. 

James B. Patten, Sullivan. 

Judge Wm, Henning, Cannellton. 

IOWA. 

Justice J. W. Lessinger, Fort Madison. 

Lore Alford, Waterloo. 

Judge O. B. Ayres, Des Moines. 
KENTUCKY. 


Byron Bacon, Louisville. 
James H. Winchester, Paducah. 


LOUISIANA. 


Joseph Numa Augustin, New Orieans. 
Capt. Charles T. Bunn, Monroe. 


MAINE. 


Frederick M. Merrill, Lewiston. 
Thomas S. Hutchings, Bethel. 


MARYLAND. 
Judge H. Lee Griffith, Baltimore. 
Judge John L. Cochran, Charlottesville. 
MASSACHUSETTS, 


Arthur D. McClellan, Boston. 
~~ B. O'Neal, Hyde Park. 
hn R. Bullard, Boston. 


incy. 
Hosea Kingman, Bridgewater. 
Hiram La Motte Lewis, Cambridge. 
Hurter urter Stevens, Lowell. 
MICHIGAN. 
Judge Samuel W. Vance, Port Huroe. 
Judge Hannibal Hart, Allegan. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Hon. J. W. Owens, Newark. 
Oscar L, Borton, Camden. 
Judge Thomas Cummings, Hackeneaek. 
NEW YORK. 
Rogers, Bu: 
Rosenau, Liberty. 
D. Niver, Cohoes. 
Wm. Fullerton, Newburg. 
Albert J. lo. 


Buffa 
uucien Brock Proctor, Albany. 
Watson S. Hinkley, Westfield. 
Wm. D. Dwelle, Penn Yan. 
Hon. Joseph B. Husbands, Rochester. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 


Judge Dossey Battle, Raleigh. 


Sherman 8. 
Nathaniel 8. 
Peter 


OHIO. 
Hon. Sidney 9 
John T. Strong, Ash . 
Judge Pratt, Toledo 
Hon. John A. Bi , Cadiz 
enry 8. Bunker, Toledo 


Hon. Jesse Harland MacMath, Cleveland. 
Judge Clark Irvine, Mount Vernon. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
R, J. Powers, Pittsburg. 
Edward 


t, Doylestown. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
hil, K, Faulk, Yankton. 





TENNESSEB. 

Charies M. Ewing, Dresden. 
UTAH. 

Judge Charles Foote, Nephi. 

VERMONT. 
Hon, Silas Pratt Carpenter, Richford. 

VIRGINIA, 
Col. Wm, F. Wickham, Richmond. 
James C. King, Clifton Forge. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Judge Thomas D. Houston, Charleston. 
Judge Ira J. McGinnis, Guyandotte. 


WISCONSIN, 
Harokd W. Nickerson, Milwaukee. 
William J. Cuff, Rio. 

CANADA. 
Jules Richard, Sherbrooke, Quebec. 


WANTED AND FOR SALE. 


ein teen of Partuar Wanted. Chechshige, Wor Gale, Sale, Etc., 
will be inserted under this head, six lines or under. 
tor three monte ae See oe ees 
three mon’ larger space in proportion. 
guaranteed gentin 2 
care AMERICAN isan, | For 
AGENCY, i 411. New York City. 


L4¥ BUSINESS COMMERCIAL PRACTICE, 

with two offices, towns of 6 000 and 1,200 repre- 

—: -5 agencies, 100 other foreign clients: receives 

ection entire country, consequent litigation ; 

$700, cash only, ill health. Address Lock box 26, 
Ottumwa, Iowa. 

















WANTED partner to take interest of retiring mem- 

ber in established firm in Western city. Must 
be — of taking charge of Court work or commer- 
cial department. References as to ability and moral 
standing required. Address ‘‘F. T. L.", care Ameri- 
can Lawyers’ Agency. 


RELIABLE lawyer, LL. M.; 30; six years city ex- 

ence, now member of firm, wishes to change 

location and form partnership or association with tirst- 

class elderly lawyer, with high grade practice, located 
in prosperous city. Only first class man with 

proposition need reply. References given and re- 

—_ . ARTHUR J. KENDALL, P. O. Box 114, 

ar 


A*® ATTORNEY, A.B., LL.B., 5 years in active 
Speman now and for 3 years past all time em- 
wilp as —— ‘essor of = wishes to re enter practice. 
ed mmo established practice, form partnership 
ing services, or accept position in law 
bo ‘a —- when part of time L yl. eg to 
practice. References Address: “C. W. E.,” 
American Lawyers’ Agency. 


WANTED—A young attorney, age 30 with six 
years experience, would like to form partnershi 
or get in with a ee ae ee f 


there is a ve good 
references. Address Box 484, St J "Se Jobneville’N.Y" 

















Care and sale of local properties and securi- 
ties for non-residents a specialty. 
Lester & McCaRTNEY, Financial Ag*nts, 
Denver, Colorado. 


MF Any Case 


reported anywhere in 
the National Reporter 
System can be prompt- 
ly furnished in the ad- 
vance sheet pamphlet 
form for 


RF 25 cents. 








WEST PUBLISHING CO., 
ST. PAUL, MINN. 
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these circumstances it is apparent that con 
[ees Namen chal Geapaume peaeeesas tear 
ive ve some t 

by which the py i. learn what — 


their ousiness in such 
With that end in view Tus American La 
appends a list of @ who are rellabic tant 


be operated. 
Where it is required of such corporations to 
office in the ents can be mals 
wr 


on on To for thar service, which ht c 
ean on eee a = 


The neglect to attend to those 
such attend to thowe matte iy de 
ness in some desirable State Or prevent 
them from bringing suit in some im t matter, 


8 
—_—_ Po State by means of traveling 


salesmen, 
any business while having no brand 
offion, felons or other business oftice coming with 
oy pte FA Fy 


Alabama—Gunter& Gunter, MosesBldg, Montgomery 

Arisona— 

Arkansas—P. C. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave., Fort 
Smith. 


California— MAGUIRE & GALLAGHER, (James G. Ms 
guire, ex-Congressman; James L. Gallagher, ex-City 
= County Attorney), 407-8-9 Parrott Building, 


gems 


Connecticut—Chas. Kleiner, 309-310 Exchange Bldg, 
New Haven. 


Delaware— 


Florida—William Fisher, 204% South Palafox #, 
Pensacola. 


Idaho— 

Tllinois— 

Indiana— Morris, Newberger & Curtis, Commerdal 
a Indianapolis. 

ell 

Kentacky—Pirtle & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Leu 


Louisiana— 
Maine — 


land—HODSON & HODSON, 6 Lexin street, 
Rg ty = 
Massachusetts— 
Michigan— 
Minnesota—Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lam- 
ber Exchange, Minneapolis. 


Missiasippi— 

Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bldg, 
Kansas City. 

Montana— 

Nebraska— 

New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 

New Mexico— 

New tL og COUNSELORS BUREAU, 52 William 
street, New Y 

New York — ~ Lpenene VAN BENTHUYSEN, 
Mooney-Brisbane Bldg, Buffalo. 

North Carolina— 

North Dakota—Tracy R. Bangs, Grand_Forks. 

Ohio—William T. MoClure, King Bldg, Colambes. 

Oregon— PIPES & TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber_of Com 
merce, Portland. 
Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bidg, Soramtea. 
Rhode Island— 


South Carolina— 

South Dakota— 

Tennessco— 

Texas— 

Utah— 

Vermont— Dillingham, Huse & Howland, Montpelier 


w 


West Virginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersbarg. 





Wisconsin—Chas. H. Hamilton, City Hall, Milwaakes. 
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The Best Interest Table Ever Compiled. } 
We inteni to publish one with which you can find the interest on any amount, at any 
rate, much easier than with any table yet published. 


Sample pages have been submitted to a number of bankers and accountants who pro- 
nounce it superior in every way to anything they have ever seen and we have been earnestly re- j 
quested to publish it. | 


The cost will be so great that we cannot afford to undertake it until enough orders are §j 
received to justify the outlay. So we ask you to subscribe for one copy to be delivered when & 
completed. You may not need one just now, but you wiil sometime, and will want a better one jf 
than any now on the market. i 


IT WILL BE A BOOK OF 187 PAGES, each page showing the interest on all amounts from $1 to $999 ( 
at 1% for a number of days corresponding to the number of the page, for 30 days you turn to page 30, for 60 
days to page 60 etc., etc. ; 
We give herewith a copy of page 61, every page is just like it except the calculations are for a different | 
number of days. (See specimen on next page. ) 
All calculations being for 1%, for other rates you simply multiply by the rate wanted, using three decimal 
figures to make the result accurate, For 3% multiply by 3, for 4° by 4 etc.. ete. 
For 10% you simply move the decimal point one place to the right. 
Example: Find the interest on $697 for 61 days at 8%. Look opposite 697, (see sample page) and the interest at 1% is 
shown $1.181 multiply by 8—$9.448 or say $9.45. The multiplication can be made mentally direct from the book. 
Each calculation is extended to six decimal figures so that the interest on larger amounts may be found by moving the 
decimal point to the right, for instance find the interest on $115,769 for 61 days at 5% : 
Interest on $115,000 at 1% - - - - 194.861 
o 4 769“ 1 tee 1.303 
$196.164 multiply by 5=$980.82 
If you will try the above or similar examples at 44, 4%, 544, 6, 644, 7, 8, 9 and 10% and other rates in common use through- 
out the country, you will readily see that it is superior to any table ever published. 
The last figure in each calculation is a repetend and can be repeated indefinitely, this rule holds good with every calculation 
in the book and makes its range unlimited, for instance, the interest on $291 for 61 days is .493083 you can find the interest on 
$291,000,000 by moving the decimal point six places to the right and repeating the last figure thus $493,083.33 
For finding interest on daily balances it is exceptionally good. To find interest for 1 day at 2% turn to page 2, for 3% to 
page 3, ete., etc. 
The great superiority of this over other tables is owing to the fact that you can always find the interest at / 
Per Ceut. on any amount from $1 to $1,000, (the limits of nearly all notes) without haviog to make any cal- 
culation whatever and for other rates it is a great deal easier to make one simple multiplication than it is to 
look in several different places and add several amounts together as you have to do with most tables. It is nearly 
as much trouble to use some tables, and in some cases more, than it is to make the calculations outright, especially 
so, when you wish to find the interest for other rates than which they are designed. 


The price will be $10 per copy bound tn half morroco and printed on extra strong paper. 


It required three years steady work to make the calculations and prove them, so for Ten Dollars you will get 
three years work of an expert accountant, to say nothing of the cost of bringing out the book, which will be very 


great. 














Gentlemen :--Please send me one copy of 


Ohe American Bankers’ Interest Calculator, 


as soon as it is published, for which we will send Ten Dollars on receipt. 
NAME __ LT es Lhe _... TOWN. STATE. 
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SB | atenest | GB | wrencet | GB | arencsy | GB | wrencet | SB | wreacst| ge | wavencst | GS | wreacss |) @ | mest) @ | amar!l oe qu uN 
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7 |.011 861 | 107 |.181 305 | 207 |.850 760] 307 |.620 194] 407 |.689 688] 507 | 859 083 | GOT | 1.088 687] 707 | 1.197 972] $07 | 1.867 4161907 cred 
§|.018 665 | 108 |.183 000 | 208 |.362 444] 308 |.621 888] 408 | 601 333] 508) .860 777] GOS | 1-030 223 | 708) 1.199 666 | S08 | 1.860 1111908 
9/.016 260] 109).184 604 200.264 198 30D |.523 583 | 400 |.698 0271 500) .862 472 | GOD 1031 916] 709) 1.201 361] SOD) 1.370 8051 909 Ba 
10).016 944] 110).186 388 | 210/.356 8833 | 310/|.525 2771 410).604 7981510) 264 1681610) 1-033 611 qt0 1-208 055 1 $8 10/ 1.872 6001910 wel 
11).018 688] 111/|.188 083 | 21 1 |.357 527] 311)|.596 0783411 )|.606 4161511) 965861161 1 | 1-085 305 14 1-204 160} $1 1/ 1.874 194191 1) 1.543 a5 Au 
12 |.020 383 | 112/189 777 | 21 2).369 223 | 312 |.528 666) 412) .698 1111512) 067 655] 6 12) 1037-000] 712) 1-206 4441 8 19) 1.975 6881912 1.545 333 wi 
13 087} 113).191 473 | 213 |.360 916] 313).630 361 | 413 |.609 8061513) 269 250] 6 1:3| 1-088 604) 7 13) 1.208 188] 813) 1.877 58831913 1.547 Oy Ke 
14 |.083 722 }-1 14 |.193 166} 214 |.362 611 | 314 /.532 055 | 414 /.70t 500] 514) 870944] 6 14/ 1-040 388] 7 14/ 1.262 833] #14) 13799771014 1.548 Tag ws 
15 |.085 416] 115.194 861 | 215 | 964 305 | 315 |.533 750) 415 /.703 1941515) 979 6381615) 1-042 0831 7 15) 1.911 6871 815) 1.3809721915 1.560 41g 1 
16).087 111] 116) .196 655 | 216.866 000] 316.535 4441416 /).704 6881516/ 8742331616) 1-043 7771 7 16) 1.918 992 816) 1.388 6661916 1.668 11) ai 
17 |.088 806} 1 17 |.198 260) 217 |. 867 6941317 |.537 138] 417 |. 706 583]517) 276 097] G17 | 1-065 472] 7 17 | 1.914 9161 817 | 1.884 39611917 1.558 805 B.. 
18 }.080 500} 1 18).199 944) 218.369 388] 318 |.538 6381418) .708 9771518) 877 728] 618/ 1047 166] 718) 1.916 611] 818) 1.886 0551918 1.556 590 
19 |.092 194} 1 19/901 638 | 2 19/.371 083 | 319.540 687] 419) 700 9731519) 279 416] G19| 1-048 661] 7 19} 1.218 305] 819) 1.887 7601919 1.557 194 
20 |.083 668} 120) .203 333 | 220).372 777 330 642 223 | 420/,711 6661520) .881 111] 620) 1.060 655 | 720) 1.290 000] S20) 1.389 4441920 1.558 o69 athe 
21'/.035 683} 121.205 22 1|.874 472} 32 1 |.5438 916] 421 |.713 361] 521) 282 805 | G21 | 1-062 260] 721 | 1-281 694) 824 | 1.991 1381921 1.560 §g3 ase 
22 |\.037 277 | 122.206 722 | 222.376 166 | 322/545 6111 422'.715 0661522) 884 5001 622 1.063 722 | 1.223 388 | S22| 1.898 638] 922) Lsea en], Bess 
23/.038 972 | 123).208 416 | 223).377 861 | 323/547 305 | 423/716 7501523) .986 1941623) 1-065 723) 1.225 083 | 823) 1.304 5871 923 | 1.563 9 Birs 
24 |.040 666} 124 |210 111 | 224) 879 555 | 324.549 000] 424) 718 4441524) 207 888) G24) 1.057 333] 724) 1.996 777] B24) 1.996 9991924 1.565 6g 
25 |.048 361 | 125.911 805 | 225 |.381 250] 325 |.550 604) 425) 790 138] 525) 280 683] 625) 1.060 087} 725) 1.298 473] B25; | 1.397 9161925, 1.567 36) Cart 
26 |.044 055 | 126 |.213 500] 226) 382 944 | 326 |.552 388] 426.721 833] 526) 991 277) G26) 1.080 722 339 1.230 166] $26) 1.380 6111926) 1.560 045 Colt 
27 |.045 760) 127 | 916 194] 227 | 384 638 | 327 |.554 083] 427 |.793 5271527) 802 972] G27 | 1.062 416] 727 | 1.231 861 | 827 | 1.401 9061927 1,670 159 | 
2S |.047 444] 128 | 216 888 | 228 |.386 833 | S28 | 555 177 | 428 | 726 2921528) 294 666) 62S | 1-064 111] 728) 1.238 555] 828) 1.408 0001928 1,573 444 Core 
8] 20|.040 188 | 129) 218 583 | 229) 388 027 | 320) .557 472] 429/726 9161520) ‘806 3611 G29) 1-065 805 | 729) 1.935 950 820) 1,404 04 1.574 199 Des 
30 |.050 838 | 130) 290 277 | 230).380 723 | 330/.559 166] 430), 798 611 898 055 1-067 500] 730) 1.236 9441 830) 1.406 388 1.575 Des 
' $31/.088 687) 131 |.291 972} 23.1 |.391 416] 33.1 | 5e0 061 | 431 |.730 3051531) e990 75016331 | 1-000 1941 73.1 1.988 688 93) 1,408 0863193 1 | 1.577 sa bs 
| §32).054 298 | 132! 293 666] [32 |.398 111 | 332/58 656 | 432 ).732 000] 532! 901 444) 632) 1-070 888 | 7:32) 1.940 333 g32 1,408 7771932) 1.579 999 Gad 
| | 33).066 916] 133).225 361 | 2333/3094 805 | 333/564 2501 433 | 796 6941533) bos 198 | G:333| 1-072 583] 7333| 1.942 087 1.411 4734933) 1.586 
34 |.067 611 | 134/297 056 | 234|.396 600 | 334/565 944] 434 '.735 3881534! 904 933 | 6:34/ 1-074 2771 73.41 1.943 728 Le 4 1,413 166] 934 | 1.588 61; Gre 
35 |.060 305 | 135 | 298 150] 235 |.298 194] 335 | 667 638] 435) 737 0831535) 906 527 | G35 | 1-075 972] 735) 1.946 416 1.414 9611935) 1.584 305 Hor 
3G }.061 000} 136 |.230 444 | 236 |.399 888 | 336 | 5¢9 333 | 436) 738 7771536) 908 229 | 6:36) 1-077 666] 736) 1.947 1111 836) 1.416 5581936 1.586 000 Bu 
37 |.062 694] 137 | 232 188 | 237 |.401 583 | 3:37 |.671 087 | 437 | 740 4721 537 | 909 916] 6:37 | 1-079 961 | 737 | 1.948 8051 837 | 1.418 9501937 1.587 604 
38 |.064 388 | 138 |.233 833 | 238 |.403 277] 338 |.672 722] 4:38 | 742 1661 5: 911 6111 G38 | 1081 05617 1.260 600 | 8:38 | 1.419 944] 938) 1.589 335 Ju 
39 |.066 083 | 139 935 627 | 239.404 972 | 339) 574 416] 439 /).743 961] 539) (913 305] 639) 1-082 750] 739) 1.952 1941 839) 1.491 6381939 1.501 063 
40 |.067 777] 140.237 222 | 240 |.406 666 | 34.0) .576 111 | 440.745 5551540) .915 000] G40) 1-084 444] 74.0) 1.253 888] 44.0) 1.493 3331940) 1.599 Tr un 
#1 |.069 472] 141 238 916} 241 | 408 361 | 34 1 |.677 806 | 441 | 747 2501541) 916 694] G41 | 1-086 138] 7.4.1 | 1.255 583] 54 1 | 1.495 087194 1| 1.504 479 Me 
42 .071 166] 142 940611} 242) 410 055 | 342 |.579 500] 442 |.748 9441542) 918 389] 642 | 1-087 833] 742) 1.957 977] 842) 1.496 7921942 1.596 166 
43.072 061 | 1433' 949 305 | 243 | 411 750 34S 001 1941443 '.750 54:3| 9290 083 | 64:3 | 1-089 527] 74:5) 1.268 972] 84:3) 1.498 41619433 | 1.597 86) 
44 |.074 656] 144 244 000] 244 | 413 444] 344) 502 888 | 444 | 752 333/544) 991 777] 644) 1-001 228] 744) 1.260 686) 844) 1.490 1111944) 1 590 
45 |.076 250] 145 245 6941 2455 |.415 138] 345 | 594 583 445 |.754 027 545) 923 472] G45 | 1-002 916] 745) 1.262 361] g45| 1.431 80519455 | 1.601 
46 |.077 944] 146 247 388 | 246 |.416 833 | 346) 586 277] 446 |.755 729 546) 925 166] 646 | 1-094 611] 746) 1.964 055] 846) 1.433 5001946) 1.602 
47 |.079 638] 147 | 249 083 | 247 |.418 527 | 347 | 587 972] 447 | 757 416]547)| 996 861 | 64-7 | 1-096 305] 747 | 1.965 750] 47 | 1.435 1941947 | 1604 
438) .081 333] 148 | 250 777] 248 420 348 589 6665448 7591111548) 998 555)648 1-008 000) 748) 1.267 444] 848) 1.496 9881948 1.606 
49/083 027] 149.252 472 249) .421 916] 349 591 361] 449 |.760 805]549) 930 2501649 1-090 694] 7.499) 1.969 138] 849) 1.488 5831040) 1 G08 
50.084 722] 150 254 166 | 250).423 611 | 350 593 055] 450 762 500] 550) 931 944] 650) 1-101 388] 750) 1.270 833} 850) 1.440 9771950) 1 600 
5 1 |.086 416] 15 1 | 255 861 | 25 1|.425 305 | 35 1 | 504 750] 45 1 764 194] 551) 933 638] G51 1-103 083) 75 1 | 1.272 527) 8551 | 1.441 9791951! 1611 
52/.088 111] 152/257 555 | 252 |.497 000 2 696 444/452 765 888)552 935 333] 652 1-104 777] 752) 1.274 293] B52! 1.443 e668] O52) 1.613 111 
53/089 805 | 153.259 250 | 253 |.428 694 | 353 |.598 138] 453 767 683]553 937 027 | 653 | 1-106 472} 75:3 | 1.975 916] 853) 1.445 367 1953. 1.614.805 
54/091 500] 154 | 260 944] 2554 |.430 388 | 354 | 599 833) 454 769 2771554) 938 722] G54 1-108 166] 754! 1.277 611] 854)! 1.447 0581954 1.616 500 iu 
55 /.093 194] 155) 262 688 | 25,5 |.482 083 | 355 601 271 455 |.770 972] 555| 940 416] 6555 1-109 8611 755) 1.979 3061 B55 | 1.448 7501955 1.618 194 N 
56/004 se] 156) 264 333 | O56 ).483 7771 356 | 603 222 G | .772 666 556) 942 111] 656) 1-111 555] 756! 1.281 000] s56) 1.450 4441956) 1.619 888 ; 
57 |.096 583 | 157 | 266 027 | 2557 |.435 472 | 357 |.604 916] 457 |.774 3611557 | .943 805 | G7 | 1-113 260] 7557 | 1.982 694] 8557 | 1.459 1381 9557 | 1 691 583 P 
58 '.098 277 | 158 | 267 722 | 258 |.437 166] 358) 606 6111458 |.776 0551558) .945 500] G58 | 1-114 944] 758) 1.284 388] 858) 1.453 8331958 1.623 277 A 
59|.099 972 | 159) 269 416] 259).438 861 | 359.608 305 | 459.777 750] 559) .947 194] 659) 1-116 688] 759) 1.296 0831 850) 1.456 527] 959) 1.604 973] \ T 
60} .101 666} 160) 271 111] 260) .440 655 | 360/610 000] 460 |.779 4441560) 948 889] GOGO) 1-118 333] 7 1.287 777 | 860) 1.457 282 | 9GO | 1.696 ees 1 
61/103 361] 161 | 272 805 | 26 1 |.442 260] 36 1 |.611 6941461 |.781 1381561 960 583 | 661 | 1-120 027] 761 | 1.289 472] 861 | 1.458 9161961 1.628 361 1 
G2 |.106 055 | 162 | 274 500 | 262 |.443 944] 362 | 613 388 | 462 |.782 833] 562) 952 277] G62) 1-121 722] 762) 1.291 166] 8G 2) 1.460 6111 G2) 1 630 055 7 
G3 '.106 750] 163 | 276 194] 263 |.445 688 | 363 | 615 083] 463 |.784 5271 5633| 953 979] 663) 1-123 416] 763) 1.992 861] 863) 1.468 305 | 96:3 | 1.631 150 ( 
G4 |.108 444] 164 | 277 888 | 264 |.447 383 | 364 | 616 777 | 464 |.786 222] 564) .955 1-125 111] 764 | 1.294 555 | 864 | 1.464 000] 96-4 1.633 444 
65 |.110 138] 165) 279 583 | 265 |.449 027 | 365 |.618 4721 465 |.787-9161 565) .957 36 1.126 805 | 765 | 1.296 250 | 865 | 1.465 694] G5 | 1.635 138 
GG 111 833] 166 981 277 | 266 |.450 722 | 366 | 620 166] 466 |.789 611] 566) .959 055 1-128 500] 766) 1.297 944] 866! 1.467 3881 966) 1.636 833 : 
G7 |.113 527] 167 | 282 972] 267 |.452 416) 367 |.621 8611 467 |.791 3051567! |960 750 1.130 194] 767 | 1.299 638 | 867 | 1.4609 083 + Hf 1.638 587 
GS |.115 222] 168 | 284 666 | 26; |.454 111] 368 | 623 555] 468 |.793 000 962 444 1-181 888] 768 | 1.301 333] 868) 1.470 777 1.640 228 
69/116 916] 169) 286 361 | 269.455 805 | 369 |.625 2501 469 |.794 6941569) 964 1.183 583] 769) 1.303 027 | 869) 1.472 4731 969) 1.641 918 1 
| 170/118 611] 170) 288 055 | 270) 457 500] 37 O | 626 944] 470) .796 388] 570) 965 833 1.185 277 | 770) 1.304 7221 $70) 1.474 166] 97 0} 1.643 611 : 
7 1).120 305] 17 1 | 289 750] 27 1 |.459 194] 37 1 |.628 638) 47 1 |.798 083) 57 1| 967 527 1.196 9721 77 1 | 1.306 416] 87 4 | 1.475 961197 1| 1.645 305 } 
72/122 000} 172 | 991 444) 272 460 888 | 37 2.630 333] 472.799 7771572) .9¢9 229) 672 1-198 O6¢ | 2 2 | 1.208 1111872) 1.477 566] 972) 1.647 000 | 
73/.123 694] 173) 293 138 | 273 |.462 583 | 373.632 0271 47:3 '|.801 4721573) 970 916 1.140 361} 7 7 :3/ 1.308 805 | $733| 1.470 950] 97:3) 1.648 694 | 
74/125 388} 174/294 833] 274 |.464 277] 374 |.633 7221474) 803 1661574! 972 611 1.142 055 1 7 74/ 1.311 500] $74 | 1.480 9441974. 1.650 388 
75.127 083} 17 5 |.296 527) 275 465 972] 375 |.635 4161475 |.804 8611575) 974 305 1.143 750} 7 7 55 | 1.318 1941 $75 | 1.489 63819755) 1.652 083 
76|.128 777] 176) 298 222 | 276 |.467 666 | 37 G |.637 1111476 |.806 555 576) 976 000 1.445 4441 776) 1.314 8881 876) £484 3331976) 1.653 777! 
77 |.130 472] 17 7 |.299 916 | 277 |.469 362 | 377 |.638 8051477 |.808 2501577) 977 694 1.147 138) 7 77 | 1.316 583] @7 7 | 1.486 0871 97 7 | 1.655 472 
78.132 166] 178 301 611] 278 471 055} 37 8 |,.640 5001478 809 9441578) 979 388 1,148 833] 7 78) 1.318 277 | 478 | 1.487 7221 978) 1.657 168 
79 |.133 861 | 179 303 305 | 279 |.472 750] 379.642 1941479).811 6381579) .981 083 1.150 527} 7 79| 1.319 972] 879 /| 1.489 4161 979) 1.658 861 
80 |.135 555 | 180.305 000] 280 |.474 444] 380 |.643 888] 480).813 3331580) .982 777 1.152 2221 7 $0 | 1.321 666] g80)| 1.491 111] 9BO) 1.660 555 
$1 |.137 250] 18 1 |.306 694] 28 1 |.476 138] 38 1 |.645 583148 1/815 0271581 984472 1.163 916] 7% 1 | 1.323 361 | 393 4 | 1.492 8051 98 1 | 1.662 250 
$2|.138 944] 182 308 388] 282 | 477 833 | 382 |.647 2771 482.816 7221582) 986 166 1.155 6114 7 $2 | 1.325 055 | wpa | 1.494 5001 982 | 1.663 944 
$3 /.140 638 | 18:3 |.310 083 | 28:33 |.479 527 | 383|.648 9721483 ).818 416158:3| 987 861 1.157 306 | 7 8:3 | 1.326 750] gz | 1.496 1941 9833 | 1.665 688 
$4 /.142 333] 184/311 777] 284 | 481 229] 384 650 6661484 |.820 1111584| 989.555 1.159 000] 7 $4 | 1.828 444] 354 | 1.407 888 | 98.4 1.667 333 
$5 |.144 027] 185 |.313 472 | 285 |.482 916 | 385 |.652 3611 485 |.821 8051585)! .991 250 1.160 694 | 7 85 | 1-390 138] ge5 | 1.499 5431 985 | 1.669 027 
86|.145 722] 186 ).315 166 | 286 |.484 6111 386 |.654 055 | 486.823 5001586) .992 944 1.162 388 1.331 833 | 886) 1.501 2771986 Love me 
$7 |.147 416] 187 |.316 861 | 287 |.486 305 | 387 |.655 7501 487 |.825 1941587) .994 638 1.164 083} 7 §7 | 1.333 527 | 387 | 1.502 972] 987 | 1.672 416 
$8 |.149 111] 188) .318 555 | 288 |.488 000 | 388 |.657 4441 488 |.626 8881588) .996 333 1.165 777} 7 $8 | 1-335 222 | gg8 | 1.504 666] 98S | 1.674 111 
$9 |.150 805 | 189,320 250] 289.489 694 | 389 |.659 138 | 489).828 5831589) .998 027 1.167 472] 7 $9) 1-336 916 | Sq) 1.506 361 | MHD) 1.675 805 
90 |.152 500] 190) .321 944] 290).491 388 | 390.660 833 | 490.830 2771590) .999°722 1.169 166 1.338 611 | 390) 1.508 055 | 990} 1.677 500 
1 |.154 194] 191 | 323 638 | 291 |.493 083 | 39 1 |.662 527149 1 |.831 972159 1 |1.001 416 1.170 861 | 79 1 | 1.340 305 | 8 1 | 1.509 7501 91 | 1.679 194 
92 |.155 888] 192/325 333 | 292 | 494 777 3O2 |.664 222 | 492 |.833 666 | 592 |1.008 111 | GOL} 1.172 555 | 72) 1.342 000] R99) 1.511 444] MY) 1.680 888 
93 |.157 683 | 193,327 027 | 2933 |.496 472 | 3933 |.665 916] 493 |.835 361 | 5933 |1.004 805 | G93 | 1.174 250] 7933 / 1.943 604 893 | 1.518 138] 9O3| 1.682 583 
94 |.159 277] 194 |.328 722] 204 | 498 166 | 394 |.667 611] 494 |.837 055 | 594 |1.006 500] G94 | 1.175 944] 74 | 1.345 388 1.614 638 1 994 | 1.684 277 
95 | 160 972 | 195 |.330 416 | 295 |.499 861 | 395 |.669 305 | 495 |.838 7501 5955 |1.008 194 | G95 | 1.177 638] 7955! 1,947 083 895 | 1.516 6871 OOS | 1.685 972 
162 666 | 196 |.332 111 | 296 |.601 555 | :3496 671 000 | 496 |.840 444] 596 1.009 888 | GG) 1.179 333] 7G) 1.348 7771 BOG 1.618 2898 1.687 666 
97 |.164 361 | 197 |.333 805 | 207 |.508 250} 33097 |.672 6941 497 |.842 138] 597 |1.011 683 | G97 | 1.181 927] 797 | 1.350472 7 | 1.619 916] 997 | 1.689 361 
98 |.166 055 | 198 |.335 500 | 208 |.504 944] 33998 674 388 4098 |.943 598 1.018 277 | 698 | 1.182 722] 798 | 1.352 166] go8 | 1.581 6111 9—s| 1.691 058 
167 760} 199) .337 194 | 209) .506 638 | 309 .676 083 | 490 | 845 527] 599) 1.014 972 | 699) 1.184 416] 799| 1.353 861) 8 1,523 305 | 900 | 1.692 750 
= 
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Bessemer (Jefferson) . Estes 
: of a eee A WinSTon. Je 
Jefferson Count gs 
aed Hill (Walker)... baneccdacetudnn ) . 7 
Cslambia (Henry)... --.--Frank H. W = 
Refers to the Manufacturers’ . 
Gordova (Walker)......-.-.-..++0s00e0 Send to Jasper 
Dadeville’ (Tallapoosa)........ ....-.-- _A. G 
Deostur (Morgan)........-.-.++-000++-: > w. Cee 
fa ib WEEE) . oc cccccccccccccceses ames J. 
yt) ~ ~~ elaabe John T. A 
Gets (Etowah wocece seeceecoucses 8. W. Johnston 
eee . ity Bank, Gadsden. 


Hanteville* (Madison) .............. wrence Cooper 
Refers toFirstN at. Be andW. RRison&Co., b’kers. 
Walker -R. L. Windham 

to Alabama National “Bank, Birmingham, 

and the Bank "pat Jasper. 


(Mobile 
GREGORY d 4& 4. T. SMITH. Commercial law. 
tice in all courte. Attorneys for Fi:st 
City poy Bank, Louisville 
& Nashville RR. and Mobile Street Railroads. 
VAUGHAN & GAILLARD, 65 St. Francis street. 
Practice all courte, State and United States. 


eee eee ee eee eee 


weeeeeeee eee 
















Van Buren’ (Crawford) .........-.....--- 
Walnut Ridge* (Lawrence) we 





es F. Black 
Refers to Hempstead County Banke at at He Fae 


CALIFORNIA. 


G. E. Colwell vice-pres tConn. MutualLifeIns.Co 
Thomas D. Hamilton ford; Baird & Warner (Real ars 
anes Ernest Weyand | Meriden (New Haven)...............E. A. MERRI 
General law practice. ———— Home National 
cssinannbantida W.L. Duff Bank and Meriden Savings Ban 
eae A. M. Drew letown* (Middlesex) We. J. or Jr 
idoreiand & Norton Co! and commercial law, specia) 
Les A: oO 7 Moodus (Middlesex)............ Send to Bast Fi Haddam 
e 7 - °. \.  CAMBERGER, 515-517 Homer Laughlin augatuck (New Haven............ John M. Sw 
Bldg. Collections, commercial and corporation | New Britain (Hartford)................ B. F. 
law. Attorneys for the Citizens’ Ban Room 2, 3 and 4, ss - Bidg, 338 Main st. Gen- 
BROOKS, MONTAGNE & BYERS. Prac tice in all eral law ce. References: Mechanics’ Nat'l 
courte of the United states. Special attention —_ and New Britain National Bank. 
ven commercial law and collections. Office: | New Haven* (New Hav 


Boa las Bid Refers without permission to 
7 venk in Loe Angeles. Notary and steno- 
om ber in oA (See card.) 

os » & POLLARD, Rooms 303-306 Bullard 

Commercial and probate law practice, 
» gixteen years’ ex perience. 

WORKS & LEE, 420 to 425 Henne Bldg. Attorneys 
for National Bank of California, San 
Land & Town Co., San Diego Water Co., Con- 
solidated Water Co., &c. 


J. Hasep 

E. 3.40.3. gai BERGER 

Collections. commercial and meg 4 law. 
J 


Pasadena (Los Angeles)............. as. McLachlan 
Petaluma (Sonoma)... aun de B. Haskell 
Pomona (Los a ne A. Gallup 
Redding (Shasta).......... .... «.«++- “Wateon & Bush 
Ri | ER OS Mills 
Sacramento’ (Sacramento)............ bt. T. Devlin 
San Bernard Bernardino). .... F. W. 
* (San ee OSCAR A. TRIP 


Diego 
1 fth st. Attorney for First N at. B’k,SanDiego. 
FRANCISCO™ (San Francieco) 

E. J. & 0. J. BAMBERGER, Call Bldg. Collections, 

a and corporation law. Attorneys 
Bank of Commerce. 

BROOKS. “MONTAGNE & BYERS. Practice in all 
courts, State and Federal. Special attention 
given collection and commercial law. Notary 
re in office. Office: Phelan Bidg. 


MAGUIRE. & é GALLAGHER, Parrott — 


San Jose* (Santa Clara)........ McGinnis 
San Luis O ean LaisOibiape). ‘Wilcazon & Bouldin 
Santa Ana* ( ivadsccasenscooanes ag 
ta ~ (Santa Barbara)........... . G. 
Santa Crus* (Santa Cruz)... L. Williams 
ta Rosa* (Sonoma) .................... R. W. Miller 


Tulare (Tulare) 

Watsonville (Santa Crus).......... 
Refer ea man « Witee 
Woodland’ (Yolo). iiebecoune 


COLORADO. 


Amethyst Sane -. esincesounneonsena 
> (Pitkin) ommaniin 
* (El Paso’ .. ..R L. Chambers 
Cripple ¢ Creek (El Paso) ............. R. A. Sidebotham 
Refers to Bimetallic Bank and i ew | 1 Bank. 
Delta* (Delta) ard Fairlamb 
ers to Farmers & Merchants’ te 
Denver* (Arapahoe) 
KELLOGG. — & SHFLDOWN, 000 & 628 Ernest & 
Cranmer dg References on application. 
LINDSEY 4 PAR . 7112-13-14 People’s Bank % 
References: The Western Bank, Denver, and 
Buffalo Commercial Bank, Buffalo, N.Y. 
ee eee 815 to 817 { Besest Cure 


mer . Refers to First National Bank. 
De ~—— Sront page.) 
renge" ( Jenccne-cnccesaes MoUloskey 
Refers to the First National Bank 
Eldora (Boulder) ...............+.. ..««s- Job P. Lyons 
Grand Junction* (Mesa) ........ Samuel ys MeMaullin 
Greeley* (Weld) ............----.--..00- A. C. Patton 
Gunnison* (Gunnison)..................... D.1. 
Lake City* (Hinsdale). . D. Bardwell 


-G. 
Refers to the Miners & Merchants’ Bank. 





18, Kahn Bidg. Refers to Bank 
merce and R. G. Dun & Co. 
* (LABORS) ccccccc sc ccccccccccccccces Geo. Sibly 
‘ # permed esececcee sobenaeal - 
Mena (Polk)..............s000 « one «--Glitech y 
Osark* (Franklin)............. cuenseecsecs 






* (Hartford) 
FREDERICK G. EBERLE, 813 Main st. Practices 
in all courts of the State. General law 
ag ~ Seeeaene taken. 


matters. 
NEWBERRY, ELLSWORTH! & GOODMAN, 50 State st. 
= neral practice ce in = a Federal courte. 
ec epartmen prom care- 
ful attention. De A cab 9 an before eed 
W. Fuller, Notary Pubi Room 11, 756 a 
st. References: Hartf Nat'l Bank 
Trust & Safe Deposit Co., John M. i. Tapio, 






























en) 
SAMUEL E. HOYT, 42 Church st. Collections 
National ba attention. References: 
ational at, =ty Haven, and New Haven 











periencein co! 








National Bank or any wholesale house. 
HOMES H. —, 10, Glebe Building. 
Practice State courts. Corpe 






pion e law and collections, specialties. 
Promptly remit and rope on all business. 
















References: Connecticut Savings Bank, Yale 
wants With, Fut Nana 
ational Bank 
Betas or ie eae ay! Pt ee 
New London* (New London)........ Arthur B. Calkins 
N a Wennwes cecess Charles H. Northrop 
N ( Deceoccocecencan Harlbutt & 
Norwich* (New London).............. Ww 8. 
Rockville (Tolland)...............+.+++ -.-- B. H. 
Stamfora 7 ay een — eecceccces atid = 
Stenington (New London).................. A. 
Torrington Dewccccce covcce ‘Hoicomb 
Wallingford (New Haven)...... iGhAEL T. T. DOWNES 
pape: — yy quick and prompt returns 
ae facilities the best for com- 
mercial business in al of this county. Pad 
secutin steuenay tortie on city. References: 
National Bank, Dime Savings Bank and Tadge 
a ex- Secretary of f State. 





FREDERICK PEASLEY 
31 & . Refers to Waterbury 
Nat'l, Manufacturers’ Nat'l and FourthNat’lBanks. 
Willimantic* ( Windham Andrew J 

Windsor Locks ( 

















Hee ee meee aseeasewes 









w ER ta HAVES, 83 839 Market st. Refers 
ion National Bank of Wilmington 
WILLIAM S. PRICKETT, 203 Equitable Bldg. oc 
aay a fp yy 4 
rences: naran' 
pee a ene, aa William B. Sharp & Co., 


Charl 

WILLIAM F. SMALLEY, Equitable Bldg. Collections 
receive my prompt personal attention. Dela- 
ware secured. Actas resident agent 
for nen-sesitens Reference : 
National Bank of Delaware. 

— — rh se 

Nation 2 ilmington. 

an public. Depositions taken. 


e Serer OF COLES. 
JOHN A. A CARTEL, 221 ry st. Mercantile collec- 
te Central Nat'l B’k. 


tions aspecialty. Refers te 
canny & tL... Peng Sant 844 D at.. N. W. 
"Trost Oo Os 


















i 






















Long 
ares & BLACKBURN, 472 Louisiana ave. 
pay ea a J. W. Black = 
im the Su preme Court of the 
States, the courts of the District of Columbia, 
theCourt of Claims and Executive Departments. 
og te nen, quity_Bldg. S10 4% 
‘ General la w practice. Prompt 
— x (Fairfield) collections. Refers to Prompt slamntion t al 
EO. W. CAREY (of Hawley & Carey), 24 Sanford HOMER GUERRY, 87-88 Fendall Bldg. Refers to 
Bldg — | for col wae all uvesnre n Loan & . Trust Co. 
parts of State. - — 7am probate and com- N. W. Expert mn 
mercial law. epocieRine Patent Causes. (See ) 
L. K. Goulc, 8 & 9 Franklin Block. Refers to E. G. SIGGERS, Vis F st. N. W. Patents and 
Bridgeport National Bank. Patent Law. (See t.) 
Danbury* ( OB) wcccccccccsscceses L. D. c. —_—. WHITE, 452 D st N.W. General law 
East Haddam (Middlesex) .......... E. Emory Johnson and departmental Collection depart: 





ment. Refer to National Bank. 
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FLORIDA. 





































SD, cnccnnennsnnts sbaee 
Chipley (Washington)............... Ww. 0. ‘Butler, Sr 
ere to Dekli & Co., Bankers, at this place. 
SN cineniinnnanmaenl Horatio Davis 
Refers to the banks of Gaines 
Jacksonville” ih peeecutc wnmatiguiel M. C. Jordan 
Jasper* ( Recnepccocessoananeananten ~ % 
Key West* (Monroe)..................-.- J.M.P 
Marianna* (Jackson)................. Milton & 
} nl —- hnenoshunesuncned Sam ©, Meshal 
Orlane” A secenanemeamemenaa, H. Jewel) 
] ‘ {Puteten) pepensiiemignaannaseiidl Henry Struns 
; IS) cn ccvccccceccosnces ry & Curry 
Refer to the Mayor, Postmaster, any > oaeahens 
or 
Pensacoia* (Escambia) ...........- BLOUNT & BLOUNT 
Bt. Augustine: (St. John). W. W. Dewhurst 
eg (0) nnnncwnsnnange_-R W. Wiliam 
Titusville* (Brevard)..........---<-- James T. Sanders 
GEORGIA. 
Dncnanindniionion D. H 
_— ee Cay coe NES = a LL MCuLSTER 
Refers to People’s National Ban 
ID cnichicinn. dntnne aceinkns J. A. Comer 
Refers toJ.S BetiedCo and W.A. Murray, Ashburn. 
Athens* ‘Clarke dendittned dbiniaitiatiean tid . Fiatan 
Refers to all leading business business bonses. a 
(Fulton) 


ta" 
MCELREATH a McELREATH (Walter McElreath 
Emmett McElreath), wa Temple Conrt. 





General law ms. Refer- 
ence: Third National Bank ef Atlanta. 
Augusta’ Hy, a URE IOS 
Jove A SI nscscendecimabeaits v DART & DOYAL 
Refers to J.L. Clerk > 
Buena Vista® (Marion)......------- ere Geo. P. Mumo 
Refers to Commercial Bank of Cedartown. 
Celambus* (Muskogee) ..............- Reese Crawford 
Cordele ( SE TRIN Wm. 8. 
Dalton* (Whitefield)............ C. D. MoCutcher. Jr 
Daweson* (Terrell)...........-. .... M. C. Edwards. Jr 
Eestman* (Dodge) .........--.------ De & Bishop 
Eatonton (Putnam)............. aapate Ww 
° 


FRA SRR BAG W. T. Burkhalter 
TS a alee er o E. CARPENTER 


ham) 

W. Beckett. Southern Express Co. Bidg. Re- 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of Savannah, Merchants’ 
National Bank or any other bank in Savannah. 

Jas. R. Cain, Board of Trade Bldg. Kefers to the 
Chatham Bank, Savannah. 


Swainsboro’ (Emanuel) disepiesndonaiand J. . Smith 
Thomasville* )-...... MacIntyre & Macintyre 
Tifton ( Piociegoabeiesined onathan 
Refers to Love & Buck. 
ee ~ D coccecaccces Powhatan B. Whittle 
* (Ware) 
“EWatter Refer to — fw 
‘oom: Reynolds. er of Waycross. 
—— RTS: . Jones 
Bank of ‘Wamaasbers 
IDAHO 


Boise City* (Ada) Idaho Commercial & Collection Co. 
= Samuel L. Newton, Mgr. 








Se eeeeeees eeeeeeee 
seeeceee 
sem erscee 





CGEM a ncnvecccccccec-cosee: 
=, (Jackson)............. ¥ 
cin (Champaign) baessonaes pement % a Cilleapl 
MD scddonnccesedsoccasaas 
AGO* (Cook) 
yt CRATIY, Floor 13, Security Building, 188 
ixon at, ie Chicago references: 
+ rm Fisher, teas m. H. Bush & Co. hate; 
Simmons & Co.. gloves. Depositions 
Guns Alice Manning, Notary Public. room1308. 
(See card.) 
THE Caserrens, AGENCY (Judge J. W Gato, 
Attorney; T. C. Estee, Supt. and Lg 
95 & 97 Ea Law and collections. 
tlementa and onde (See card.) 
(POOTIR) «22020 cwnneeccncess- 
Danvers (McLean) .............-...-- 
Danville (Vermillion) 
Sc csctanese oncnect 
b* (DeKalb)............ ona. 
Dimem® ae)... .ccocccccccecccceses 
Downer’s Grove (Du Page) 
Durand (Winnebago). 
-—— (Livingston 
efer to First or any 
business man in Dwight, Dl 
East St. Louis (St. Clair)............ Maanrice V. Joyce 
r¢ Dees -..... .Wright Bros. 
Elgin ( Ree RARER, Powers & Baldwis 
Refers to Home National Bank. 
Elmwood (Peoria). .................--. Send to Peoria. 
E] Paso (Woodford) ................-- J. F. Bosworth 
Fairfield (Wayne)........ .-...----- Henry T. Martin 
Refers to Pendleton, Johns & >, Da 
( NL. winineneins sronkrite 
hy moe Bank 
Fulton (Whiteside)...................- F. L. Holleran 
Galena* (Jo Davies)................- Martin J. Dillon 





ag Bg soleinepeetaegne WM. D. GODFREY 
Gales National Bank Bidg. Attor for 
ational 


Gales Ni Bank, Oneida State 
a -, Bank of London Mills, London Mills, 


enna (Cumberland) . ... Send to Mattoon 
S- es "Choisser, Vey o ee 


8 Powe 
Hi 





, mea: p+wy Re. 

Hillaboro™ (M« come, ee ey Fred. A. Randle 
Refera to Hillsboro National Bank. 

Hinadale (Du Page) 





( 
y* ) 
t (Wabash) ............- 8. R. 

Mount Carroll* y “ seabecsecesd - bard & Son 
Sterling” ES u i aid 

Mount Vernon’ (Jeffersen, 
N ille (Du Page)....... .... "CHARLES Hy “teeen 
eoga (Cum issu teiatascstedtniasi to Mattoon 
Oln-y* (Richland)....... , Eeetee 


National City Banks. 
Pana (Christian)............-. EB. A. Sere 6 Oe 
Paris* (Edgar)............... R. L. & G. M. McKinlay 
Paxton* (Ford). .............--. ...+--- 0. H. Wylie 
Pekin* (Tazewell) 


Rahn & Black. Refer to any bank in the city, 
also First —— Bank, Petersburg. 
Peoria* (Peoria) . . - . aeene Henry C. Fuller 
Pontiac* (Livingston). - ccecescces | Harry G. Greenebaum 
Refers to any ened = Livingstes County. 
prnseef mage Henderson & Trimble 
Quincy* (Adama 
H. 8. COFFIELD, 510% Hampshire at. Commercial 
law and collections. Refers to State Savings 
Loan & Trust Co and Ki: ker National Bank. 


Gallati Php Pc 
( Bp -ccecceccoes ttenhouse 
Bockford=(Winnebes). eseece TProat & cEvoy 
Rock Island* (Rock sland)........ Alexander Stewart 


Refers to Rock Island weneced Bank. 
Rushville* (Schuyler 





| Soronto D wovcee oeececsccecccsececs D. Matney 
Springfield’ (San 
G-ORGE A. NERS, Over First National Bank. 


Refers to any bank in the city. 











a 


i : 
2 ef vole a a ARE Eeee \ 


& ane 
H. LEEeN 
Cmeoneas pudnensessanedl ee 
Woodstock* santeeerecenees DORR 


INDIANA. 


W.F. 
ey) -eneeseen--5- BK, 


Wii 
Refers to the Firet National Bank =? 


Columbus" ( 


Crawfordsville* Cemaqumery, Robert W. Caldwep, 
Refers to First Nat'l and Citizens’ National Banks 

Crown Puint* (Lake)............ - Willis U. McMahan 

Decatur* (Adams).............. James T.M 


H. BuLLOcK, | lis Bldg. Twel 
ngalis elve years ex 

perience corporation, commen 
Cin fnancial, trust and real etate wate 


List of commercial references on 


JOH 2c oo, Suite Ro oom 835 New Stevenson Bldg. 


Logansport* (Cass). 
Marion* (Grant) .... 
Mitchell ( Lawrence) 


Richmond* ( Wayne) ......- Roacoe FE. Kirkman 
Rock port* rare ta J KRAMER, HEURING & MAY 
Attorneys for and refer to T ‘The Farmers’ Bank. 
Rockville* (Parke)...........0<.--+0---- Elwood Hunt 
Shel p RF) ccceccccce encase M 
South Bend* (St. Joseph)............--.-- A. D. Harris 
Sullivan’ (Sullivan)............ ANTOINETTE D. LEACH 


| sa ~~ ay’ C- eseceocecs 0@ ----Frank + Kelley 
Versailles* (Ripley)..........-...--.Adam Stock toe 
ea eosecdcccocessees sé —- Keith 
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‘ Graettin, ‘alo Alto 
= re Gunettinges o) 


ee Nation).. 


to Farmers & Merch ’ Bank of Caddo. Ham’ _Hammond & Stevens ) «+= -.J.d. Berkey 
at L. F Hampton i s dike Winterset* sacccscssececees de We O. Weeks 
Harlan* (Sh Deaeshsaceness cneqnceses T. B. 


ane, to 8 a Shelby County Bank of Harlan, 


asters io Ha ee inn sets Hank end G. i. Caley nme 
—— eee anise 
a. 


Anthony* Agee nrg aniiee vo seee ee Haat ee 
bp ancennenmmmnentany C. L. Swarts 
deans i. & W. A. Jackson 


BsGesecss F5 5 " 














(Iowa) Thos. { 
Collections aspecialty. Loans and te 
Preston & Moffit 


Horton (Brown) 

Refer to First National Bank here or any other 
bank in Brown County. Notary in office. 
Hoxie* (Sheridan) W. F. Schultheis 


a ‘Fitch patrick & 
iret National Bank 
Vista) 


aeemnten peation to gi Sonsiny Sate 
w 
ca rl Refer to any bank in 


Paton (Greene) re > -- 
Pleasant Plain (Jefferson Send to Fairfield Geo. D. Abel 
ville (Allamakee 


Primghar* (O’ Brien, 
Rippey (Greene).... ....... 
Reck Rapids* 
w. PE ras es 
Coteations ans semesmeaes> 


tion ties. N and st 
on gatiou speciation. Nota and First Nat'l ng 
Rock Be: . Leonard 
Rolfe (Poca eecsece ..C. C. Delle 








a A Sear & WRIGHT, Youngerman Bloc’ 
Refer to lowa National and Valley Nat’! Banke, 
DUDLEY & COFFIN. Refer to the Ae > ag RRNA 
Trast Co. and Marquard . Gen | Guuley” (Oevesiel..................2-02-- ‘0. J. Clark 
Sigourney* (Keokuk 


Dp ensenentauscasaened G. D. Woodin 
— ~ (Woodbury) 
a, b Seaaetty Bldg. Refers to Security 


Lone, “GARDINER ‘ LOHR, Masonic Bldg. one 
7. and general law practice. 
erchants’ and meses: Nat'l Banks. 


Sioux ana (Buena Vista) .. 
( ’ 


Spencer* 
Spirit Lake* eee 


* (Hardin) Ww 

Refer to First Nat'l Bank and Hardin Co. Bank. | Storm Lake* (Buena Vista) 
Elkader* (Clay ton) W. A. Preston Ww. Sy ye 
Rametaburs~ (Palo Alto) Seideniedieanniia D. B. Roberts | T! oft | Topeka® (Shawnee) 
Estherville* (Em esecesvecee--Geo, W. Adams . B. : se mi HURON. Prompt attention to mercan- 

Refers to First N vi Nat iia and Bank of Estherville (Tama --Endicott & Pratt Mections.| Refers to First Haticnal, 
Pairfield* (Jeffe: E. RB. Smith Villisca icaiananay. 
ay Perchentend. od Cc. Vinton* (Benton) 

Fort Dodge* (Webster). Were (Emmet) ....... 
Fort Madison” (Lee)... Waterloo‘ (Blackhawk) 
Garner ( Hancock). . Want (Bremer) 

.8end to Fairfield 


t. 


Potter. Refers to German- American Loap 
& Trust Co.’s Bank, Waverly. Refer 
Edward L. Smalley. Refers to State Bank o1 | Winfield* (Crowley) Charles 
Waverly Yates Center* (Woodson) ....Stephenson & Hogueland 
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KENTUCRY. 

(Boyd) URIS Mn ete . Steele, Jr. 
aera Soe * (Warren). ...... Wilkins & Mansfield 
Cam: le* ( en enceed Robert et ear 
= ne ». RARER Py J 088 

wy i ctonispesinal 

Danville* a. Metidbtennenessmentinnd Chas. C. Fox 
} ith* (Pendleton)................ Guy H. Fossitt 
7 (Franklin)........... smog a 

PRED cockpcukavackhddahecesce E. B. Wilhoit 
Greenup* (Greenup)...................---- a 
Cosh ea snansessobaase Geo. D. Givens 






—— (Unien) 
ats une to eng teak of business 

























eee eet eens eesees 


eee ceeeecseacces 


EERO: Bussey & Naft 

Baton (E Baton Rouge). ....... Alvan E. Read 

Clinton* ( SS as? -D Wall 
(Ascension) .......... 


William Hall 
pepapessoneatiad -Stubbs & Russell 









New Orleans* (Orleans) 
— . ANSLEY, 220 Carondelet st. Refers 


Lewis & Co. (Ltd.), New Orleans. 

eadaen dahl s desired. 
JAMES T. & JOHN D. NIX, 127 Carondelet st. Refer 
to Louisiana National Bank. ane and 
culsietany charges eceemape- arp 
Bayville* (Richland) 


Ashland (Aroostook)...............- Seth S. Thornton 
Refers to Geo. faa Judge of Probate. 
Auburn* ( ).-. Oakes. Pulsifer & Ludden 
Meter to the ‘ational Shee & Leather Bank and 

First National Bank, both of Auburn. 









teeaseees wane 


eens ene seeseseees 





First National Bank, both of Lewiston 









Livermore Falls {Apirenccaso) 
The National Commercial & Collectin 
G. A. Gordon, Manager. Refer te 
Falls Trust & Banking Co. 
Oldtewn peg erat chikbwascghsinetonad Clarence Seott 
Refers to Eastern Trust & Banking Co., Oldtown. 
Pittsfield CRIN: 65 vncuccd qovecsgesscs Abel Davis 






) 
sas oi cma National Bank. 


? (imex)......ccccce 


 . nonecnecccccescecnanccnnsed Geo. E. Grant 
Sanford hee eSadene copes cocsecssoeces Fred J. Allen 
Attorney for Sanford National Bank 

Skowhegan* (Somerset)............. Ww. 
Minusoessesseséeuess J. H. H. Hewitt 

Wi (Kennebec) ............... Harvey D. n 

West Gardiner (Kennebeo).......... Send to Gardiner 
MARYLAND. 

Annapolis* (Anne Arundel) ...... James R. Brashears 

BALTIMORE (Baltimore) 


MUSGRAVE, BOWLING & HALL, Fidelity Building. 
ercial and bankin ing law. 

attention to collections. Notary in office. 

Members Attorneys’ National Clearing House. 


References: Fidelity & Deposit Co. and Na- 
tional Exchange Bank. 


Ww. . H. cae, 10 te oe Pince, Manger 


reau. Sion and Commissioner co omg in 


office. Collections a 

Mobray, Counsel. fers to People’s Hank. 
Merchants National Nati Exchange 
Bank and Commercial & r k. 






Bel Air* (Harford) 


PD scasensecs sine Gordon Tull 
ee ee Sane of Semesest County ans 
Bank of Crisfi 


Ashburnham (W orcester)........ 
Athol (Worcester)......  ............ 
Refers to Miller’s River National Bank, 
Attleboro (Bristol) 
Barnstabie* 


r 


BOSTON* (Suffolk) 
MOULTON, LORING & LORING, 31 State st. Refer 
to Old Colony Trust Co. 
AUGUSTINE H. READ, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon- 
shire st. Law, collections and de 


W, epositions. 
; of Public. 
Counsel for READ’S LEGAL & MERCAN 
TILE A CY. Refer N 
Oliver Ditson Co., Marsh & 
and Boston Globe 


seen ee eneeeeeee 


pecsonpeneeaned JAMES H. LOOMIS 
ey a oy and Notary Public. 
Paes: Falls (Hampden).. - 
Clinton (W orcester) 
Dalton a 


aeeeee 


PTT errr rere err rrr sy 


Cree reer errr 


saps Hilaret. Refers to gee National Bank 


National Ban 
M. “o" O'CONNOR. Marble Block. Best facilities for 
collections. Reference: Any bank in Holyoke. 


pO a a: B. Clark 
Lowell* (Middlesex) ............+++--- . Conant 
58 Central st. Refers to Prescott National Bank. 
Lunenburg (Worcester) ...........-. to Fitch’ 
L (Masex)....-. 22200 ----ceneee Henry F. Hi 
Maiden (Middlesex) ............-...--- 0 Carpenter 
Di cadedensevessmenehll Jease A. Taft 
New Bedford* (Bristol) ..........- Alex. 
RNewburyport* (Essex)...........-.-+.00+ N. H. Jones 
orth Adams Batstiee 
BEER & DOWLIN, Commercial law and collections. 
Refer to Adams National Bank. 











(Knox Ed B. 
Refers to North National and Rockland National 
Banks both of this place. 


Sprin 


ag 


mgtield* Mote 

CHAS. e HO 476 Main st. Col) 

ary Me practice. References: § 
& Trust Co. and Second Nat} 
PATRICK Ki KICROY 475 Main st. olteters to Pyne 
JOHN MCKEAN. 5 ‘Eine t. C rN - - 

8' t 
D. E. WEBSTER, i mak, Coetlons. "Rafer 
ER, 431 Main st. Refers to First iy 


Louis t om WHITMAN, Court 8q. Theatre Bldg. Cy. 
lections receive my personal attention, ik. 
pestenses law stenographer. Testimon 
ne ed ra ee yeh New Y. a4 

eferences: Ju aynard, Springfield. 
John Hancock National Bank.’ Sp 
Hon. Geo. E. Waldo, 32 Nassau St. Nee 


Taunton* (Bristol).................G@. Ed rant 
Waltham Adiddiescx) ceidéCodecdbsedaness 
Watertown (Middlesex)..............- ered 


Westfield ( ° “ebWanD’, io 
Room 1, Gowdy B Block. Collections and commercial 
law. References: First National os. 

Geo. §. Lined 
Worcester 

RICE, KING & RICE, 19 Pearl st. Practice ing 


courts. Thorough) u i 
rtment. Refer te oa ~ oy ra ~~ tt 


WOOD & WOOD, State Mutual Bld 
tate Mu’ All 
of legal wor! ections. Deposi — 


fer to any National bank in Woreutn 


MICHIGAN. 


eee eee eee err 


eee eer Ieee Teer) 


eee eee eeweeeeereene 
eee eeenenee 


of D. 
Calumet (Houghton) 
W.A a Refers to First National Bank 


LARSON, SON & GALBRAITH. kanye aval law practic, 7. 
ve on. 
oa sten her in office. References: fa 
National and Merchants & Miners’ Beak 
Calumet and State Savings Bank, Laurium. 
Columbiaville (Lapeer) Send to 
Croswell eo cosce cesccan o--. Wilford 









DETROIT* bly =? 
WILLIAM L. JANUARY, 12 Telegraph Block. Mem- 
ber Commercial Law ww League of America. Re 








eee eeeeeeeneeee 
Pee eee ee tweens eeseseeee 
seeee 


Bank of Grand 
TAGGART & DENISON, 1011-1015 Michigan Trust Co. 
com- 


eeeeeeeneee 
Pree reerrrrrr ie 
eae ween ee eeenne eee 


. Osborne & Co. of Auburn, N. ¥., 
and The wyckhott Hare. Co. of Jamestown, N. ¥. 
K alamazoo* (Kalamazoo Boudemar & Adams 





1 Rcnatinal 
Lake Odessa (Ionia)...........-.-- Cone F, H. Mains 
An (Tnghees) eek eaeihenaidial JERRIE NCH FINCH 
bers to City Nana sd Stat Savin ‘Banks. 

Perafers te the First Wational Bank of Lapeer, 
Laurium (Houghton)................- Send to Calumet 
Manistee* (Manistee) .............-+---- 





Niles ( 
North ey (Lapeer) .........-se0++. to 
Oteego (Allegan)..... cocccdoneseoquesaue Ge 







— : \ 


* 


3 


+44 


teey S 


7 


ZEEE We uuk 


38 72Z__ 






ece Eewer wes 
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ackson Ww 
MeComb City (Pike)...... ......--+. 
eA Citizens’ 





Hd 3 a 







z 
F 






















































ig Co. ’ “Thoroughly eq collec- Rosedale” a -CHARLES SCOTT 4 E. H. WOODS 
m. By, t. Refers to National Refer to Hanover National Bank. New York, and 
oe a tee 
* (Berrien) ..~.----««cees ves eoeeees u 
gle, Weta and corporation practice. doe, Special at at- Vioksb ( i - apes osesenees Sh site & _—— 
; tention to collections illiams “ (Covington). ......-...«+++ . 0. Nay 
Sod gonna —— - Htoren en Springs, 
Y ities 1 References Farmers 
Sereeevante’ Bank of Benton H A. 0s pe MISSOURI. 
noes. Marie® ( y Alton’ (Oregon) .-----.2----+-0-+--------L, P. Norman 

|ERNEY eee eR Piralote: Birch Tree (Shannon) ................S8end to Winona 
Mercia] HAE parte (Rent).-~-=-------+-eee es nove = A. Sturges | Dloomifleld* (Stoddard).......... .-.... E. J. Williams 

foe (St. Joseph)... Ca}. a Refers to the Bloomfield Bank. 
tend Salers 10 Three Rivers Nat'l and First State Banks. Dentin et ee tise) 

* (Grand Traverse)...Patchin & Croteer | Brookfield (Lima)....... 

Cina) Me wat Bay City (Bay) -..-------++---00--- 
ion de. HEN wot Branch* (Ogemaw) ............. T. L. Smodgraas | Botier* (Bates)... _. 
Usines Me gecilenti (Washtonaw)............---0--- 
anchey 





had 
of 






wi 
i 


* (Livingston, 
Clinton* (Henry). ..... 


























































Alert Lea* (Freeborn) eee 
RN MINNESOTA COLLECTION AGENCY. | Columbia‘ (Boone) ......................N. T. Gem Estab. 1888 
MsouTnenn Bradstreet; any bank. Notary and Eminence ee Send to Winona id to Schuyler 
- Clark attorney ia office. Travelling collectors to give | Forsyth (Taney) coeccecccsseceses William H. Johnsos . L. Matthews 
7 1 attention to claims anywhere in the Gaineeville* (Ozark).............. MeClendon & Boone arren Praté 
- Cobb ORTH WEST. Grant City* (Worth)............... . W. 8. Gibson <-— 
onnett (Freeborn) .....--..--+--eese00- . G. Lato Hannibal (Marion).. .W. “4 Fisher — 
- Hall — Mploe Hari) Rlicsaied oigiaudeie BGP saith Refers to First Nat'l and German-A merican Banks 
— aati” (MOWET)....2- 2000002. cecceee Lyman D. Baird | Harrisonville* (Cass) ..............- Jerry Culbertson | Lincoln* ( Dy a Pert pm 
i d (Renville)........... . rank Murray | Hayti rst Sg lekpddhhu binge J. E. Duncan BROADY & 1S. Commercial law colleo- 
Gaile Bird Island (Re eeccccccoss cvegee ray ti . Refers to Col bia Nati ] Bank 
Refers to Waseco County Bank and Janesville | Huntaville* (Randolph).. John N. ——— 
7 ope Bank, both at Janesville, Minn. Refers to The J. M. Hammett Banking Co. F. =< WOODS & L. E. WINSLOW. oa ay = 
ty ok SS W. A. Flem Huntsville. estate law. Collections anywhere = 
* Brekenridge* (Wilkin). -Everdell 3 Everde 1 | Independence* (Jackson). . .-..Jno. N. Southern braske. gi given prompt personal attention. No 
Refer to First National Bank. Jefterson City* (Cole).. cMishddsaascctes tte Wee taries Public. Depositions “iam, 
ng Medicine). . .- Geo. Fitasimmons | Joplin (Jasper)... SNORE jw oe = = First, American Exchange 
DULUTH’ (St. Louis) KANSAS CITY“ (Jackson) :..... Abbott & Pickard ~oveeecgmuaremcenes 
RICHARDS & CRANDALL, 514 Chamber of Com. | Kingston* (Caldwell) -..--.-..-..-...... Wm. McA fee | Linwood (Butier).-.......----------- Send to ler 
merce B Collections and commercial b efers to Kingston Savings Bank. Madison* (Madison) ..............--..-- James 
ness. Hig est Some references ebal a on | Kirksville" (Adair).................-...---- J.C. Storm Refers to a ational Bank cs w 
Lexington* (Lafayette) J.B. MoCook*(Red Willow)...........--.---- ugh . Cole 
wenaRDSON & DAY. Commercial and mortgage Macon* (Macon)........ _E. Minden Camem pcigudéanccaesaccnnnons G. L. Godfrey 
collections a specialty. Refer to any ban Marshall* (Saline) . b Nebraska Vity* ( Dacscnesccece Warren & Jackson 
Duluth, and St. Paul ational Bank, St. Paul. Marshfield (Webster) ‘ Neligh* (Antelope) ...............------ N. D. Jackson 
hhirmont* (Martin)....... -.----.--- De Forest Ward | Maysville* (DeKalb) Robt. Nelson CNuckolle) ETS CIE AG Te A H. W. SHORT 
Refers to the Martin County Bank. Memphis* (Scotland) ......... Smoot, Mada & W = Attorney. N Public and Collector. Twenty- 
(Rice) .......----000-0- «seeeeees L. A. Mott | Mexico* (Andrain)..................-.. Frank R. Jesse five years in the courts of Nebraska. 
Falls* (Otter Tail)........Chauncey L. Baxter | Moberly* (Randolph)................ Forrest G. Ferris Rererences banks of Nelson. 
— Falls and First National Banks. Neosho* (Newton)..........------...---.Geo. Hubbert | Morfolk* (Madisom)................--- Geo. A. Latimer 
Palla MMferray)..........cccccccccccccccce M. E. Foley | Nevada’ (Vernon) ...............---...... A. J. SMITH | North Platte* (Lincoln)............--.. 5.8. 
Gencee* (M Jeccccccccccccccocccecces F. R. Allen Refers to the First National Bank. Oakdale* (Antelope) ..............-.------ J. F. 
Hmderson* (Sibley)......------+-+-+++: W.H. Leeman | Norwood (Wright).............-..--.--+++- H. H. Bail Oxtavia nea a emcee Sond to Sch: 
ne  — geeeepnneeEneN to * a ~ yy A. L. Pope & Co. 
Lakefield (Jackson) Latoure P ¢ Clair 
Refers to Citizens’ State Bank of Lakefield. Platte City* Presto)... Lm a a: cuoRe ot fe Aes General of + 
Uitle Falls* (Morrison)....... Lind & Blanchard | Poplar Bluff* ( J. Perry Johnson — jo Bidg. Refers 
lang Prairio* (Todd)..........+++00+-+ . D. Van Dyke - Refers te Bank rot Poplar Bluff. «<s any "Omaha. 
Menkato* (Blue Earth)..................$. moeton* (Mercer) ..............++++-++-- Evans 
Nae eared ne aod csilections prempily eteendea | Bich Hill (Bates). Geo. P. Huckeby 
to. Refers te | First National Sasticengneneds iene et pe (Buchanan). ere .. Stauber, Crandall & Strop 
Citizens’ 
a Ag a connec spnnsnans & arpee F. H. Sullivan, 523 Security Building. 
Refer to Lyon County National and First | sevannah* (Andrew)... Booher & Williams 
es b Rts Refer to the Commercial Bank. 






FIFIELD, FLETCHER & FIFIELD, 920-990 Lumber —, Sinter™ (Saline wsoscooss es ee 
Exchange. Commarsies, —~ - Springfeld= (Greene letepoate MOORE & STEPHENSON 





Room 16, Baker ‘Bicok. 
















ccccesvecces ynder A. Sturgeon ( 
Moorhead* ( ane egen oo ey ee Thayer (Oregon). 2 EA 
w practice and collections. ere to 
Moorhead National Bank Leen 5 4 4 Treat Coren ae iy aah W. E. Clark 
Pine City (Pine)............ -8. G. i Beasts Tro (Lincoln)... _.....Stuart L. Penn 
(Goodhue)........-..++.- ;< Boynton & 2 Stevens fers to People's Bank « of ( Troy. 

ef aeeetl.----------- Wy Unionville” (Putnam)... Beverly H. Bonfoey 
(Stearns). ‘aylor & 8 | Versailles* (M Deccce ...Henry M. ;, veshbera 
Refer to the First National Bank of St. Cloed. Warrensb (Johnson). 4 J. Candle 
teen Sane Pees «--eseeee.W. S. Hammond Webb City (Jasper)...... ° resem e Devore 
MINT P. Winona “5 Rust d Unkeheneeeeseneeus J. H. Davis 
$. P. nosey. 61 Mt Globe Building. Refers to J. H. puebahinn, Gen'l Mgr. of Ozark 













Land & Lumber Co 






MONTANA. 























Attorneys for ‘Worchants’ Bank of Winona. Billings* (Yellowstene) ................ James R. Goss 
Zumbrota (Goodhue)...........00+se0-s J. H. Farwell | Boulder (Jefferson)..............--.. Thomas T. Lyon 
aw ey eg ot Sesnecesceccecccccceces J. L. Staats st Nat'l and Saunders Co. - Nat'l Banks. 
; MISSISSIPPI. WELLCOME & ROOTE. Refer to W. A. Clank & Wayne’ (Wayne)... "775 9a herthnen 
berdeen* (Monroe). .............00--e00s- G. C. Paine rother, Conne) ercan Point* (Cuming). oa Brunner 
: Co. and ‘Montana Hardware Co. S Butte. baa ae ee eccnsenceenee be — Oleson 


eeeencnsecee WA Dh. BMASUCTIIRG | S7VE LCR OE OR ee eee eee ee teen en ee 

eee e cence esses sseseeeeeee 
SOS R Re eee eee eRe eee eee 
ORR RRR eee Enea eee neee 


eee eweeeeeee 






Austin* (Lander)...........-....-+. 




















ee 6 SBSEU CRRER SSSSSSES REP EEE ESGRSS FS BE PGES E EF se 


Carson City* (Ormsby)......-..---++-0--200-- 7. 
coescecesees . . eee «. Wm. Webster 
Refers to Merchants & Planters’ Bank. White Sulphur Springs* (Meagher)...........P. Black Virginia City* (Stery)....... Geo. D. Pyne 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

: (Merrimack)..............+----Geo, Vy 
Golebrook* (Coos) ae IESE OR IT **....T. F. Johnson 
Concord* (Merrimack)..................-W: D. 
Dover* ‘wage secubentll to Som 
Exeter* (Rockingham)................ ...John O'Neill 

dees sencesdll ames E. Barnard 
Gorham {Goes  stereeereaae WA. 8. Twitchell 
Keene* (Chase) nn. : en 
Lancaster” (Coos eens" pemsgase vane cher Ladd 
Manchester* ( boro)..Burnham, Brown arren 
ieee a PR SS 
TD pcsnctcndeouusciianl 
Refers to the Firs’ Nati mal Bank F of Peter 
t ) 0: ‘boro. 
Portsmouth ( Raises W. Emery 
Rochester (Strafford)............ Send te Somersworth 
Whitefield (Coos ss =a E Wright 
Welfooro (Carroll)..222222222 Sw. Ae 
Woodsville PER cacakcasescancictl Smith & Smith 
NEW JERSEY. 
Arlington (Hudson)............... 
Asbury Park (Monmouth).......... SWESLEY B STOUT 
State and Federal practice. 
Atlantic City* (Atlantuo).............. A. Baake 
(i Poscce © weneed Van — & Parker 
a yo een aesunete A 
Bordentown (Burlington).............. trim 
Bound ompen — peaneebenn Robert R. La Monte 


* (Camden 

JOHN rs HORNER, 111 Market st., Telephone 274. 
tices in all courts of New Jersey ; Acts as 
resident agent for New Jersey corporations ; 
— Powers mene work. Notary Public. 
Kefere Security Trust Co , Camden, N.J. 
JOHN 0. WILSON. 211 Market st. Collections made 
throughout U.S. Corporation and commer: ial 
law. Keferences: Security Trust Co., West 
Jersey Title & Guarantee Co., New ‘Jersey 


Uv: 
RICHARD F. HEN RY, 109 Broad street. 
CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, 56 & 57 Dix Bldg. Refer- 
ences: Hon. Foster M. Voorhees, Governor of 


N.J.; Hon. Chas. N. Fowler, Con man ; 
vm | Bank and Firat went > 
ERIE ET 
eer a _ | eee FREDERICK F PARK 
Refers to Central 
Hackensack* Ow ececeeeccccccccees Ory on 
RRO 
Harrison (Hudson) ................ Send to Jersey Ci 
5 ny ee oe ciline titsaincueaeles Alonzo W. Letts 


== dson) 

ARREN Ot DIXON, 259 Washington st. Practice in 
all courts. Cullections receive my prompt per- 
sonal attention. Remittances made same day 
money is received. Correspondence invited. 
References: Hudson County National Bank 
and Commercial Trust Co of New Jersey. 

Frank P. oy el 259 Washin st. Refers 

toN.J. Title Guaranty & Trust Co.,JerseyCity. 

ENNIS B. RYAN, | Montgomery st. Commissioner 
for State of New York. Every facility for 
successful —a of collections. Reference: 
Hadson County National Bank. 

DOUGLAS D. ¥. si ORY, 66 & 68 Montgomery st. 
Cl 8 promptly made throughout the 
State. Solicitor and Master in Chancery. Re- 
fers to Hudson County National Bank. 

Lambertville (Hunterdon) ....... Walter F. Hayhurst 

oe yg mag meen 
P. Fay. Counselor at Law. 


FREDERICK PARKER, Counselor at Law, 12 West 
Main st., Freehold, N.J.; 215 Broadwa: , Long 
Branch, N.J. Notary Public. Commissioner 
of Deeds for New York and Pennsylvania. 

SSepesqenn (Monmouth)............- Parker & Pearce 

Matawan (Monmouth)..............- to Freehold 
Morristown* I ncindunnedupsennaeuiinll Guy Minton 
mount Holly* (Burlington)........ Walter A. 


(Essex) 

TON J. HOPPIN, 160 Market st. Fully equipped 
collection depa:tment under my personal sup- 
—-- References: American Surety Co., 

Newark; Essex County Nat'l Bank, Newark. 

WALTER P. LINDSLEY Lawyers’ Bldg. ‘All collee- 
tions made promptly and carefully reported. 
Correspondence are References: Mer- 
chants’ Nat 1 Bank, D. H. Dunham, President 
Farmers’ Ins. Co. and J udge Frederic Adams. 

New Branswick* (Middlesex)..... Warren RK. Schenck 
Refers to National Bank agi: ‘and Peo- 
Qoota Gi N nee 

A. Howell 


uneenenenaens witiiam ADGATE LORD 
bey me Bank Bldg. Collections made under my 
personal supervision. Refers to Come Nat'l B’k 





tumors (Barlingten) .....ccccsceosses John G. Horner 
Passaic (Passaic).........-..2--s00-+---- Wm. W. Scott 
Paverson* (Passaic)..........-<.-+-- James G. Blauvelt 
Plainfield (Union) ............-...-+.- Pope & Runyon 
Princeton (Mercer)........-...22-0--00-- A. Dennis 
Rahway (Union) ..........2....s..00--- — 

Bank (Monmonth)............. Applegate & Hope 
Riverton (Burlington) .......... .....- John G. Horner 
Ratherford (Bergen)..............-. James W. Miller 

Refers to Chas. Burrows, eashier People’s Bank & 


Trust Co. and Cook Conkling of Rutherford. 





* (Somerset) ............--- James L. Griggs 
Refers to First National Bank of Somerville. 


ton* (Mercer) 
SAMUEL C. KULP, 111 East State st. Collections 
receive my prompt personal attention. Actas 
aeae for non- yey mre Reference: 
revton Trust & Safe De 
EDWIN E. MARSHALL, 137 E. Seah Collections, 
corporation and commercial law. Depositions 
taken. References: Trentun Trust & Safe 
Deposit Co. and Trenton Gas & Electric ain 


Woodbridge Middlesex) ..... Send to New Brunswick 
Woodbury’ (Gloucester)............-David O. Watkins 


NEW MEXICO. 
ue* (Bernalillo) .. 


Albaq 





NEW YORK. 


Adams (Jefferson) Webecsecssesagpmesil Fred. B 
_ ay 5, SPS ésheumesaene? BUCHANAN & LAWYER 


Lawyer), 79 Chapel 
© References : First Nat onal Bank, National 
Exchange B k and National Sav'gs B’k a ~ 4 

(Montgomery Sullivan & 


Amsterdam (Montgomery) .......... 
Auburn* (Cayuga) Sabcenndsacogvnndi Louis K. R. ind 
Refers to National Bank of Auburn. 

Babylon (Suffolk) pdecutccconcveccocseséan Send to Islip 
Batavia" (Genesee) ................ ---Arthur E. Clara 
TO ee a 
Bayshore (Suffolk). ...........----++00«-- Send to Islip 
Belmont* (A EE as: A.W 

“yi (Broome) ..........-.-+-. & 

TIIUNN. «occccccoosceses Send to Rochester 

Brocton sthanennen Daadesees basen John L. Cam “2 


Refers to Fredunia National Bank, Fredonia, 
Brooklyn* (Kings) See New York City. 


Buffalo* (Ene) 
CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 53 & 54 
White also 309 Broad 


, New York Ci 
Careful and conscientious a’ tien given 
all kinds of legal business, includin — 


= depositions. Refer to City N 
d German Bank. 
CLINTON & CLARK, K, 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 


Marine Ban 
a VAN BENTHUYSEN,07Mooney- -Brisbane 
8 attention given to collections, 


~. e and co:poration law. Refers to 
Niagara Bank of Buffalo. 
Cambridge (Washington)............. B. Norton 
joharie (Montgomery)....C. W. & J. C. WHEELER 
general law practice. Refer to National 
oan Seine > eOnneat tario) my M. Field 
# (Ontarie).ccccccceceesse 
Refers to McKechnie & Co. bankers. nk, Bane 





GuGee (Jefferson) 
Catakill* (Geeene) ney & Olney 
Refer to Catskill Nat'l and Tanners’ wat Banks. 
Charlotte (Monroe) ................-- Send to Rochester 

——- (Columbia) 
E. Barrett. Refers to State B’k, Chatham,N.Y. 
McClellan & _— Refer to State Bank, ‘Chat- 


ham, 
Point (Queens) ...... et Send to Whitestone 
(Steuben) ...........2+++0---- F. A. Williams 
Ce eritckal Mikguiien cad collastlens 0, qqecualig: 
erc on an as 
Seni (Livin, ee sobent a G. Foss 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua) .Stearns, Warner & Cummings 
Elmira* (Chemung) ................- Robert T. Turner 
F (Monroe) ........2-..2200-- 
Flushin —— sandusscecsobene Send to Whitestone 
‘ort lain ontgomery) Send to oharie 





H . F. 

Islip (Suffolk)........--...----- Ge orge W. Weeks, Jr 
Refers to South Side Bank, Bayshore, N.Y. 

Ithaca* (Tompkins) ..............----- James L. Baker 

Jamestown (Chautauqua)..........- ro ane & Weeks 
Refer to Jamestown National tan 

Tohnstow u* (Fulton) ......-...--. FAYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradstreet’s and the Johnstown Bank. 

Keeseville eo ae poenssnenssédacebscocc’ N. T. Hewitt 


a (U 

EWCOMB. % METZGER. A general law practice 
in ‘State and Federal courts. © ration, in- 
surance and commercial law, s ities. Col- 
lections promptly made. 


pencccescceccoscosed ua Gaskill 
ae A Malone" (rani snaene sesece frederick’ G G. Paddock 
eccccc cocceccocs Henry E. Wilson 
a. to the my National Bank. 
Massena (St. Lawrence)...... o«ee--JOHN C. ~~, 
Refers to Massena Bank and First National 
of Massena. 
Middletown ( = ousbibceas John C. es 
ee (Westchester) ..Ostrander & 


i Cig ee 5 








——=== 


BOROUGH OF MANHA 
onne, Z, NEIEN & MeKENAELL 2 Ba 


= 
blag 
~ tion law, adjustments 
Ret cont Ger rh 
s of Grea’ 
Jersey 1 in ow York. Ney 


rd.) 
ABRANAW aid cOLDFAKE 8 a Nassau st. 


os : = and Commercial 
+ uw ract 

Oriental Bank, New York; M- Philines 
Mitre, 24 White st. (See other raped 


card.) 
wut rec Gower, 13-21 Park Row (Park Roy 


and general Practiog 
Re a. Brad street's. 3 - 
PERCY L. KLOCK, 149 Broadway. Collec’ com. 
mercial law and adjustments a «pecialt Cor. 
respondence invited. References: Hat 
Park Bank, a hi & Co., Flower & (a 


NEW = (New bya: 





aera a 


ant R. A. Lancast r & Sons, of New York Oi 
HOWARD McWILLIAMS, 731 Nassau st. Commerc] 
and co n law and collections, Refer. 


ences: Mercantile National Bank, Natio 
Bank of Commerce, ereeaate? National Ba 
and Manhattan Railw 

POWELL & CADY aaarienel Daniel L, 
Broadway, N. DeDeW 67St James P) 2 


References : Whitney, Pres t Hamilic, 


Fire Ins. Co, N.Y. Cit oy Geo. 7 mili 
N.Y. vity; J ; Barnier, 
Brooklyn N.Y.; Wisetvan (Conn.) oe 


So, By attention to wend dg open 
nited States card back page.) 
JAMES. c. oa. Se wwew 4 Bids, - + 9 


General la ef ror ng counsel 
THE WM. P. ALGER COLLECTION cd C0. - 16 & 78 Park 
Place. Collections made throughout the U. §, 
and Canada by a carefully selected list of com. 
petent attorneys. We are forwa'ders as wel 
as receivers. Correspondence solicited, Ref. 
erences : Fyre Cooper & Co., Benkers, X.Y, 
& Chic. ‘or other references see display card.) 


BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
POWELL & CADY, 67 St. James Place. 


Niagara Falls (Niagara)...........Ely. Dudley & 
Nyack (Rock land) nadeddedhdedaads William E 


oy a gabe 
Oneida (Madison 


iA 
visti 


rit 


OS WOO) «2.2.2. ene cecnee Coon 


(Westchester) ................-- J. 


= 
F 
ia 
5 
eer 
i, 
E 
ma 
= 
E. 


- 
Ep 
e 

i 


aL 


Rondout (Ulster)...........--+.-+--- 
Salamanaca pow momen appaanamay Aa y 
(Washington) ........Grenville M. Ingalsbe 
ee ae Medea Sank Bank of Sandy Hill. 
Saratoga Springs (Saratoga) ........---- W. P. Batler 
Sau jos (Ulater)............-.-- M. Francis K 
fers to Chas. B. Coxe, cashier Saugerties 
aoa First National Bank. 
Schenectady* (Schenectady)........--- Jum. Clue 


Schoharie* Nm — phat «oe. ----C. B. Mayham 
(Monroe)......... ...... Send to Rochester 
———— (Onondaga).........-...-- Coville & Dixsea 
wanda (Erie)......... coceceqesneuen me 
Poccceccccescosesones John P. 
Utica* (Oneida)........... ....Matteson & De 
) 


White Plains* (W: «+--+. Wilson Brown, Jt. 
(Queens)..... eccccesesd no. R. Townsend 
Yonkers (Westchester).............-- . Wm. C. Kellogg 


Ashboro* (Randolph).......... 






‘Asheville* (Buncombe). uford & Shuford 
Gnariotie (Mecklenburg mer) OS 
Durham* Parham) enn. pales sr 
Elisabeth City* (Pasquotauk)............- . Lamb 
Fayetteville* (Cumberland)............ C. W. Bidgood 
Gastonia ( : . segs ssonece ..... William H. Lewis 
Greensboro* (G the Kentaateaaall A. M. SCALES 


writers Ins. Co. See le teas ten or buslen 
man in Greensboro. 
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ceceececseeccss Small & COL 


( 

Point (Guilford)....... ree eeamen S 
to National Bank of a Point, the 
df Guilford, oe N. ©., or any business 
jelenvtn® (ABDE) .-2a0200n0 ---++-8and to Sutherland 

Lasingion ama --W 
Maxton (Ro eeccccccecece eeccccccs B. i MoLean 
Refers to oak of Lamberton, N.C., or Bank of 


Roc * (Richmond).......... 

Roxboro* (Person) 

Ratherfordton* (Rutherford). . 
Refers to Bank of Rutherfordton 


fatherland ( 

Whiteville’ (Columbus) Williamson & Stephens 
Refer to Clerk of Court, Me Ay of Deeds and 
Sheriff of Columbus County, 

Williamston* (Martin) ..................H. W. Stubbs 

Wilmington* (New Hanover)...........P. B. Mannin 

Winston* (Foraythe) J 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Bathgate (Pembina) 
BISMARCK* (Burleigh) 

A.T. PATTERSON. Refers to First National Bank. 
Bottineau (Bottineau) 
Cando* (Towner) 

Refers to Towner County Bank of Cando. 
Devil's Lake* (Ramsey) E. A. MAGLONE 

Refers to Firet National Bank of Devil's Lake. 

$0 on 04 cgnneuele @. “Campbell. 


Burke & Vick 


. 


; A. D. Flemington 
Newman, Spalding & Stambaugh 
Pheips & Pheips 


Grand Forks* (Grand Forks) 

Harvey (Wells) 

Hilisboro* (Traill).............. eaasabeqvend J. ¥F. Selby 

LaMoure* (La Moure) R. W. 8. Blackwell 
Refers to all La Moure Gena banks and James 
River National Bank of Jamestown, N. D. 


Valley City* (Barnes) MARTIN E. REMMEN 
Refers to First National Bank and any b 
house in Valley City. 

vue iton* (Richland) 


rt* (E 





Williston ( Williams) 
Willow City (Bottineau) 


See Elyria 

Andover (Ashtabula). .................- J. W. Roberts 
Ashtabula (Ashtabula) ...........G. Willard Belknap 

Refers to Ashtabula Rank Co. & Farmers’ Nat. B’k. 
Ashville (Pickaway) G. W. Morrison 
Athens* (Athens) . 

Refers to Bank of Athens. General law and collec- 

tions. Notary public and stenographer. Business 

for non-residents given prompt em ~ 
Barnesville (Belmont) 
Batavia* (Clermont) 
Bellefontaine’ (Logan) ie £: Hover 
Blanchester ny hatoupeaabeetiiiniad P. Savage 

ling Green* (Wood).. 
Bremen (Fairfield) 
Bryan* ( Williams).. 

* (Crawford). 

* (Harrison). ... 

—— (Noble) . 
a (Guernsey 

lamden (Preble) 
Janal Fulton (Stark) 
Canton’ (Stark) 

MILLER & POMERENE, Central Savings Bank Bldg. 

Kefer to any bank in the city. 


Garey LW yendot) 
(Carroll 


oe (lesen) 
Cheshire (Gallia). 
jcothe* (Rosa)..... 
CINCINNATI* (Hamilton) 
CHARLES F. WILLIAMS, Masonic Temple. Probate 
and general commercial law. Collection de- 
partment. Depositions. Carbon copy without 
extra charge. References: avy bank in city. 
Long Distance 'Phone 1749. 
Circleville" (Pickaway) ooeee-H. A. Weldon 


CLEVELAND" (Oa ? 
JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to 
Cleveland National Bank. 





John Kramer 
Send to Gallipolis. 
Wilby G. Hyde 


N.C. Columbus Grove (Putnam) ...............-- 8. Sanders 
— Corning (Perv); pepisahata toma deacenenee T. M. Potter 
. Covington (Miami 

Daven ns Palle (Sensmiti 


Defiance* (Defiance) 


UMBUS* (Franklin) 7 
F. F. D. ALBERY, Room 40, Board of Trade. At 1 
pm for or Commercial National Bank and Ses- | 1 
sions & Co., Investment Bankers. Lu 
ALBERY & pitLON, 119% South High st. Steno 





any J == or wholesale house in Columbus. 


sebdpaeacconsias -canete J. H. —_ 
ES j. €. CARSON 

1 Ty Reibold id Biag. Com Commercial, ‘corporation, real es- 

tate, probate, insurance and coanang Sere @ spec- 

ialty. Refers to Winters National 

Pottes to First and Merch- 


.-Huston & Curl 


Benj. B. Kin, si 
ante’ Natonal Bi 


) 
Refers to Dresden Banking Co. 
East Liverpool (Columbiana). .Grosshans & Grosshans 
Eaton* (Preble)..........+..-----0+++- James L. Sayler 
Elyria* (Lorain Lee St 


Seneca) 
Refers to Rebbins Bros. & Co., jewelers. 
Fremont* (Sandusky) F. E. 
Galion (Crawford) 
Gallipolis* (Gallia)..................-T. E. BRADBURY 

fers to First National Bank. Special attention 
to commercial and probate practice. Notary and 


in office. em 
Grafton ( Dooccecs coccccces Elyria 
Geo. A. Katzenberger 
Refers to Farmers’ National Bank, Second National 
Bank and Greenville Bank Co 
Hamilton’ (= lamemaeanraren 
boro* ( ) 


eee eeeeens ee eeeeee 


( 
Leetonia (Columbiana) 
Leipsic (Putmam).........-.00-<-----0000-- J.H. 
Lima* (Allen) Richie, ialana & Roby 
Lisbon* (Columbiana)..................-- A. Martin 
p Tw 
8. H. Brigh 


McComb (Hancock 
McConnelsv 


ille* ( 
Medina* (Medina) 
Miamisburg (Montgomery) . . 
Middletown (Butler) .......... 
Minster (Auglaize) 
Mount Sterling (Madison) 
Mount Vernon” (Knox) 
Newark* (Licking) 
New Comerstown (Tuscarawas) .. 


W.A. 
eg ome Marys 
to St. "8: 
Mitchel & Tanner 


Ottawa* (Putnam).. 

Oxford (Butler) .. 

Painesville* (Lake)... 

Piqua (Miami)............--...-+..s0++- C. B. 
Port Clinton* (Ottawa).............. -George 
Pt. Lene Send toNewComerstown 
Portsmouth Noah J. 


Ravenna* aco 
E. W. Maxson. Refers te First and Second Na- 
ae ei of Ravenna. 
Ripley ( W.D. Young 
Roseville  Onuakingi John W. Williams 
Refers to Wiliam Dunn and L. S. m 
Sabina (Clinton) ‘ W. iH. 
Refers to the Sabina Bank 
Salem (Columbiana) Taylor & gonad 
Salineville (Columbiana). ...............-- L. C. M 
| a or a ees =°-=- re 3 
Sardinia (Brown) 
Sg (Clark) 
Clairsville* enene « 
St. Mary (Auglaize) .. 
Steubenville (Jefferson) - 
Thurman — 
Tiffin* (Seneca 
np to =r National Bank. 


CHITTENDEN & CHITTENDEN, Drummond Block. 
Commercial law and collections a specialty. 
Refer to any bank in this city. References 
will be furnished i in all cities on application. 
Depositions taken in office. 
—e > RUSSELL CLAPP, Drummond Block. 
tice in all courts. Commercial, 

tion, robate, real estate, bankin 





Ciyde Gandesig) M. W. HUNT 
ers to People’s Banking Co. and First Nat'l B’k. 


seneee OS 


( 
Van Wert* (Van Wert)..........-.....---@. L. 
graphe spher and v and Notary for depositions. Refers to | Vinton ( Send 
ational Bank, Commercial Nat'l Bank, | W: 


Kay) 


Ei Reno* ( 


Canadian) 
penta aee Beleasl Saat es Se 


OREGON. 
cchatane. ncn gusmeniaeent ..--A. RB. Kanaga 
ee ee 
— es = hos. 
McMinnville* (Yam Hili) Rhodes & 
~ (Multnomah) 
PIPES & TIFFT. Practice in United States and 
aa Sesamien. tales 
ven ten 
eae atienaliienh NewYork, —"¥ 
Banking & Trust Co. and London & 
Francisco Bank (Ltd.), "portisnd 
CHARLES ‘ " SCHNABEL, ‘515 Chamber of Com- 
ae ~ nilding. Commercial, corporation and 
mining laws. 
Salem* (Marion) . ..+es--+--- John W. Reynolds 
Refers to Ladd & “Bush, Bankers, and Capital Na- 


Mays, Hun & Wilson 


The Dalles* 
Toledo (Lincoln) .........--.--+-.------ E. Hawkins 
Union* (Union) ........----.------- escund x H. Marsh 


ome magna orn 


nA. ae ae ne! bt, Dist_Attorney ae fe ee. 


pe 
5. $. LEISENRING. Solicitor for First National 
Bank of Altoona. 


Bristol (Backs) 
Practice in all courts. Collections and comm 
law a specialty. Exceptional facilities for collec- 
tions in all near-by towns. References: Farmers’ 
National Bank of Bucks County. 


Rrockwa: le (Jefferson) H. B. M 
Bemkvile Je Sc tae 
P awr (Mon m. B. 
(leet acktemnd es 


nates e. Nathaoal Beak of G Pa. Gen- 
eral law and collections. Business for non-resi- 


dents attenti Cc reasonable, 
Chester (Dela foeee.. a: ree S. SYKES 


Delaware) 
Collections and commercial litigation my 8) ity. 
Refers to Chester and First National 

Clarion* (Clarion ~ 
Refer | to the 


oe " 


sone. $. i My TIRKPATRICK 
. omens, 8. W. Cor. 





ance laws, aspecialty. Refers to 
Clerks’ Bank and Ohio Savings B’k & TrastCo. 
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ax L. ie 
Sav. Bank & an ae B'k. 





mi tush te Room 2, Kelker Refers 


Co. and Harrish arg Na- 


W HX Nia ay Na ots Harrisburg Mot'l Beak 

bs er , * 

Haselton (Luzerne)...................-- J. ra 4 
pan tear3 RS Robert W. Smi 

Honeedale* — mani REARING eR A. T. Searle 

Hummelstown (Dauphin).............. F. T. Schaffner 

may (Hun . on EE Horace B. Dunn 

W. W. ATKINSON. Commercial law and collections 





Frank M. 
(Washington)....W. Parke ss 


ye A ae & Co., bankers, and J. 
Nicholeon, Pp 
Mount Carmel (Northumberland). ......J. E. Bastress 
Pleasant (Wesmoreland)......... evin A. Cort 
Nanticoke (Luzerne) ...... .............. P. Robins 
Refers to First National Bank. 
New Castle* y yy iin taeatl Ha. K. GREGORY 
Refers to the First National Bank. 
Norristown* (Montgomery). ...-. Wm. F. Dannehower 
Oil City (Venango)......................- Wm. McNair 


PHILADELPHIA* a a 
A} 4&L | gy a pane 
660-606 Chestnu: la 
‘ 5 ag to nay a National Bank, 
sane sen. Dobson, John Wanamaker & City 


LEO G. BERNHEIMER, 304-306 No gene Bldg. 
General law practice. Collec and ocom- 
mercial law. Notary Public. References on 


CARE & FRANCISCUS Provident Bldg. Commercial 
gee be. Cores pet Done 
ern and Ww 
sitions taken by Notary ec. ciscus. 
References: N P 


Co., Philadelp' 
Tuomas Ss. DONOHUGH, ‘613-514 Matual Life Ins. 
Corporation, commercial law and collec- 
tons ‘under my —— a Deposi- 
tions taken. ferences : © Real Estate 
Title, Insurance & Trust too pty F. Payne 
& Co., Dorset Mountain Marble Co., Lafayette 
a stone Co., Hamilton Iron Works, Paxson 

rt Co., all of Philadelphia. 

KELL & HAINES, 1011 Chestnut -* (John F. Kell, 
Chas. F. Haines). |B erences: Fidelity In- 
surance, Trust & Safi Geo. H. 
Beardsley, Supt. Bradstreet s. Commonwealth 
Eppa 5 poner &TrustCo., Hall Bros. & Wood, 

caster Ave., all of Philadelphia. 

JOSEPH . REED, Suite 1i11- 1114 Stephen Girard 


ig, 21 ith Twelfth st. : General practice, 
codntinaien ‘and commercial law, and collec- 
tions, specialties. Refers to Union Trust Ceo., 
Wags Warner & Co.. Dry Goods, 429 Market 
Ivins, Dietz & carpets, 1220-2 
Market st.; The Le. ., fire-bricks, 234 
Race streets. 


Ab. 
— J. SNYDER, Room 403, 929 Chestnut 
t. Commercial law and collections a specialty. 
Praction in allcourte. Reference: City Trust, 
Safe Deposit & Surety Co. 

EDWIN L. STEARNS, 929 Chestnut st. Collections, 
commercial law, tionlaw. References: 
Commonwealth Title, Insurance & Trust Co. 

WAGNER F CRAWFORD, 15 and 17 ps | Third st. 

Prom ition 


= given to claims of all kinds 
in P and throughout the United 
States and N blic. yg | 
ir ame hia Trust & e Deposit Co. 

ational Bank. ee ie, 
Puiipavarg (Gen tO) ......----- 20000 Geo. W. Zeigler 

to the First National Bank. 

) 

Caantler, & Cunningham. 
Pitteton (Luzerne)................-..---- F.C. Mosier 
Potteville* (Sch iticbanewub<ianed A. W. Schalck 


Refers te any bank at this place. 





n* DS ccktinkeshbeteehnesitn Yo 
Renovo ( BERD... coovecescvccend Send to Lock Haven 
Reynoldsville (Jefterson)...... ...... G. M. Mi 

Refers to Firat National Bank and Reynoldsville 
ware Co. 
SIDS inet dabeuaey adancansagnes Fred H. Ely 








bs Pn W. Shoemaker 
euconcecccousveneeces E. R. Mayo 
em (Northampton) ...... J.D. Brodhead 
penaseuesas t & Loeb 
uehanna)........... John D. Miller 
and City National Banks. 
eceecsdiéunsanenegen H. B. Graeft 
PREY mye F. B. Smith 
nak meetin P. M. Clark 
SES EE Chester L. Kerr 
Refers to the Commercial Bank of ville. 
) Charles L. Fellows 
ers to First National Bank and Pomeroy & 
Mitchell, bankers. 
Uniontown" (Fayette)................- H. L. Robinson 
arren* hey ed alien ae inline 
Watson’ ( Nathantivertand) ee Send to Sunbury 
Wellsboro* ( RIT Merrick & ¥ 
ae ner ( D ceccccccccccecs Altred 


Sant, 15 
FELIX rye 15 2 a st. Commercial 


law 
WILLARD H. e bowin, eral, Building. Refers 
te Second N and Anthracite Sav- 


Bank. 
tag Refers to First N 
hn ag and Wilkesbarre ‘Dope Deposit & 


wie cdo et mare See, Is Lyoemine 


 norenng leeteeaien of Williamsport, Willows. 
Central Tranta Telephone Oo., Ce., The 
a 
BB. Claflin Co. and R. G. Dun & Co 


silt 


York* ( 
GEORGE W. HEIGES. Collections made everywhere. 
Proceeds promptly —— 
John A. Hoober, tle & ~~ Site. 
John E. Kell. ‘Refers Mechanics’ 
Nationa] Bank. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
* A caaiddagacespanens 
Pawtookes (Providence) .............+-e-+ ‘J. L. Jenks 
Providence* (Providence) 
BALLOU ‘ TOWER, Room 410, Industrial Trust Co. 
Bldg, No. 49 Westminster st. Refer to Indus- 
Trust Co., Man Trust Co. 
and Atlantic National Bank. 
ween veel) aaa : EK LESTE Chestes . Mason 
Woonsosket ( 8).....-..-2-- William @. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
BEER LATED 600 cccgcecccccccccccensces G. W. Groft 


Barnwell* (Barnwell) . . Bellinger, Townsend £0’ Bannon 
Refer to eee Savings Bank. 


kerhaw’ % 
Camden* (Kershaw) ............. ----.-. C. L. Winkler 
CHARLESTON* (Charleston). . William Mosley Fitch 
as eee Ashbel G. Brice 
fers to - pecans Bank of Chester, and to 


) 
Refer to Loan & Bxchange Banik o of South th Carolina. 
Gaffney* (Cherokee).......-.......- WALLACE & OTTS 
Refer to A. N. Woods, banker, and National Bank 


oore & Thomson 


ES Vhs & io 
Thomas B. Butler 


seca eeeeen wens 


Alexander* (Huron)..............-..... P. A. Zollman 
Refers to the Farmers’ Ban 
poasbusccccccoecosseda W.R. 
Poonces cccascocesse Cuthbert & Jones 
Chamberiain* (Brule)...........-....--- C. C. Morrow 
Clear Lake* ‘(Denel vegheudsousecese ALBERT R. — 
Estab. 1888.) States Attorney of Denel Coun 
law practice. Foreclosures and 
—— a specialty. Notary and stenographer 
Custer" (Custer) piteeeannbcomacnaeny Ed. L. Grantham 
Refers to Custer County Bank 
Dead wood* (Lawrence) ........-.0.0+-.- Rice & 
GEORGE RIC 








SIOUX F. 


Co. and Western Union Teles 

DAVIS, LYON AGATES: Attorneys for Sues 

& Trust Co. and Sioux Co eat 

a ~~ | or ouse in thee 

Refer to Sisseton State Bank. gton & Lane 
Eanes a eeudésonsessees iets oe Stilwel) 
v comin Tain ei siises prebe 
‘atertown* Coddington SCC ee ee eeee Nicolson 

Webster* (Day) bendins cubaanaunesnecbeosc Tayler 
ae to & Merchants’ Bank and 

ilmot (Roberts) ........0.-++++++000-- J. J. Batterson 

Yankton* (Yankton).................. R. E. McDowelj 

TENNESSEE, 

Allentown (Carter)...........+.. to Elizabethton 

Bristol* ( VAN). .-sennceneee wooced « 

Brownsville* (Haywood)........... «---3. W, Ae 

— (J A e5eee eee to Elizabethton 
treville« Okman eccces os Clage Flowers 
Refer to ational Bank ef Centreville. 

Chariotte* ( Dickson) -.~--+ +--+ @ecccescces W.L. 
COOKE, SWANEY 2 om. © Se eet 

at’ 

Mar ( Peccceccccesse: a Scales 
Gumoeriand Gap (Claiborne)... SoH 8 Mee 
Milesbeth ye OF). ..---+-secees TIPTON & +4 

er . tton 
and Tennessee Line & 

Franklin* (Williamson) ........ & Egpicaton 
Refer to National k of Franklin and " 
son County — & it Co., Ly 

Ri t) sscseesecsecceees William - ©. lows 

Kenton ‘Obion SE RRR St ees E.R. eRuce 


Refers to the Kenton Bank. 


Knorville* (Knox) 
F. B. GOODHEART, Logan Building. Depositions,: 
commercial law, mercantile collections 
rom y attended to. 
Lenoir ( _ enbecs ceccecetese Send to Loudon 
mdon* (Loudon)........-0--+-00+0-+ J. E. Cassaday 


mphie”(Shlb) & MARTIN, Continental Nat'l Bank 

bw 3 Practice in State and ay an 
or ttorneys for Mem 

7 — a tho. Treasures of the “a 


FRANK. P. “Poston. 
Trust 









Shields & Mountcastle 
Moore & McNally 
eunecececccesosencceeses . O. Mims 
enpecedencoccncensesonmanll T. Allen 
Send to Elizabethton 
to ‘ton 
ibson).. Walker & Hunt 
Refer to Gibson County Bank or any other bank 
in the coun 
Watertown (W: Da innhall Adlatee aa nianieciainal J. R. Smith 
Refers to the Bank of Watertown. 
Waverly* (Humphrevs)..........-.0--+- J. F. Shannon 
TEXAS. 
Abilene* ( 
Al 
(B 
(Cass) 
Austin* (Travis) 
Bartlett (Williamson) 
eet 
Counsel for Belton N. 
and Hall & Co., puamene Tem 
State ~ Federal 
her in office. 
on’ e) 
Bradv* (Mi SS F. M. Newman 
Refers to a 
(Brazoria) ............ L. J. & D. Wilson 


Brazoria 
Orig general law practice. Prompt attention fre 
Ww 
af ery pl aed potey in office. Etere 
to the First National Ban 


National Bank manees 


omraatteae taace & BALLEW. Retest Cty National 
cana National Bank eming & 
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SEONGE 0. McGOWN Rooms 28 4 29 Powell Bldg. 


Eastville* 


Fulton 
Clifton (Allegheny). 
f Daaville ( Tvania) Le 
ripe made to any part of the Bate exas be --Wiaew & 
Collections a 


* (Harms) 
ALLEN, WATKING & JONES, Bins Bidg. Refer to 
South Texas N 
a —— er y— Se for - He 








Woodville* (Tyler)................ asee.3. A. Mooney 


UTAH. 
Brigha 
e {Webes) 
Provo* (Utah) .. 
Richfield (Sevier 
Salt Lake* (Balt Lake} 
ey ~ S- eS es 5th floor Arerbach Block. 


erelal Litigation 
SHEPARD & Danna 2) RD Saito 120-133 Commercial 


corporation and mining 
a ie ater Commeren 
tiowal k of this city. References furnished 
at any point where required. 





VERMONT. 

Alb argh (Grand Isle) Send to St. Albans 

Barre Di sttiuminwiciqdanednasde F. $. WILLIAMS 
Refers to — 

Barton (Orlean 

Refers to Barton Savings Bank. 

Falls (Windham)..............-.. F. A. Bolles 

Marsh 


( Frank Stowe 
Refers to Vermont 3 National Bank of Brattleboro. 


cee (Chitten: 

KC. amigas, Briggs Block. 
Cambridge (Lamoille) Send to Hyde Park 
East nt ay; t (Franklin) Send to St. Albans 


Seren, (Frenkiin 
Hyde Pat k* CLamoilie DD vcccenegns nce F. H. McFarland 
Refers to the Lamoiile County National Bank. 


+ pa ae ah ashington).Dillingham, 


Matbews* ( 
Refers to 
N News* iw 


Huse& Howland 
(Lamoille) reer (4 = de Park 


Greenlee D. 
er. Practices in State and 
courts. Collections given prompt attention. 


Lynatary (Camptell $. Commercial law and colleo 
w= Semmerl 


Bank and Pople’ Mail Bamk. 
B. H. Ewan 


), 
‘3 a Bank of Leos! 


) ohn B. 
Merchants’ Nat'l Bank wy Va. 
arwick) G. Bickford 


= (N ) 
A. 8. SELONER, ih a. Co 


colleo- 
law. Litigation. Refers to any 


* ( < 
Refers to Pulaski Loan & Trust Co. 


OFERRALL & REGESTER, 1102 E. Main st., P. O. 

Box 348. Counsel for American National 

Bank. General practice in State and 

courts. Make a specialty of COMMERCIAL, 

pa and  _ law. Refer to 

bank in Richmon 

A rid SKELTON, oo of Commerce 
and commercial law. Refers 

’ Exchange Bank and J. L. Williams & 


(Roanoke)............ Ss. pr eae menaves 
* Refers to First National and Nati 
Banks, ngs also Mercantile Teast bi 


Co., 
Staunton* 


JOHN G. Y, 408-9 Mutual Life Bldg. Commer- 
cial, corporation, probate and mining law, 
specialties. References : Dexter Horton & Co., 
Seattle; Kountze Bros., bankers, Arnold, Con- 
stable & Co., and Tefft, Weller & Co., New 
be McCornick & Co., bank and Nat'l 

of the Republic, Sait Lake, Utah. 

M. . 1 LEEHEY, 412 Pioneer Block. Refers to First 

1 Bank, Seattle Nat'l Bank and any bank 
a Butte Mont.; W.U.&LieberTele. Codes used. 

Snohomish* (Snohomish) Coleman & Hart 

South Bend* (Pacific) H 
Refer to South Bend Banking Co. and J. H. Dalton, 
County —_ 


DANSON & HUN HUNEKE, 606 b 611 Hyde Block. Cem- 
mercial realestate and probate law. Collections. 
Counsel at reat Northern Ry. and 
Spokane and Northern Ry. 

fers to Hoadley, Lauterbach & 
Johnson, New York; Moran, 
é ~~. er, Chicago ; ‘Board of Trade, 
ancisco ; Any bank or 

THE ‘Socaner. Sodan in Spokane. 
\ Special deposition facilities. 


ALLYN & aLLYN, & Allyn, Frank Jr. 
321 Fidel: ae Po et pa ms ; 


WAMBLEN 


LUND, 


Grafton* 


Refer te Karam Valor Bank tnd v 
a. 
SII io vacassnccncenadiiee px» 


fer to the Citizens’ National Bank. 
. C. “Neville. Refer to Green Bay 


anesville* (Rock) 
FETHERS (0. H.), JEFFRIS (M. G.) & MOUAT (MM. 
ae sr West Milwaukee Attorneys for 











Johnson (Lamoille) Send to Hyde Park 


Tensenten — and State J &eo. 
Walla Walla* (Walla a 
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ee 
—. 
MILWAUKEE* (Milwaukee)...... HALIFAX* (Halifax) 
GEO, A. BURTON, 107 Wisconsin st. Commercial | Borden, Witchie & Chisholm. Attorneys for Bak | REliable Attorneys, 

law and nd collections. Refers to Marshall & of Nova Scotia. ee eee ee es 

lisley HARRIS, “HENRY & CAHAN. (Richard C. Weldon, CONNECTICUT. 
won Xe Louden) a Sets nore sane "ane & Holmes Be . QC., O» Samael res? E. Harrie 
Oconto (0 {Ocento Sanh epecmececcnce Francia X. Morrow Cahan, L.L. B) Solicitors in Canada for G£O. W. CA RE Y, 


Oshkosh* (Winnebago) 
Hume & a. 118 Main st. 


P PR cnodpcercosecens}sesees E. S. Baker 
EID SITEEODD . coccccececceces cose Geo. H. leton 
5 nnn oetnenmecdmmal John W. Owen 
Reeseville (Dodge) ...............--- Send to Colambus 
SER MEENREDD .nsiaconencces> couses Send to Columbus 


Stevens’ Point* (Portage)....Raymond, Owen & Frost 


Sun Prairie (Dane) ...... ..........- Send to Columbus 
Supener* (Dougias)................. See West Superior 
SD <icnsetcoseuntesa Graves & Mahony 
er to ood Bank of Viroqua. 
IO... .ncocconccecccans Send to Geake 
Watertown Jefferson) eel William H. W 
Waupaca* (Waupaca) ................- Irving P. Lord 
Wausau* (Marathon)........... Ryan, Hurley & Jones 
West Superior (Dougias)............ r & Winsor 





Basin City* (Big Horn) . 8. Collins 
Buffalo* (Jo ‘ . Parmelee 
Casper” (Natrona)... -Fred.. Hammond 
Cheyenne* (Laramie W. Mann 
Douglas* (Converse). . oa ¥. Maurer 
Evanston* (Uinta).... .% 6 
Lander* (Fremont -.. 
Laramie* (Albany)........ jnenunennaucs N. E. Corthell 
Neweastle* (W: riggs Bros 
Rawlins* (Carbon) ishback 
Bock, Sorin * (Sweetwater) ...G. W. Shutter-Cottrell 
Refers Mercantile Adjuster of St. Louis, Mo., 
and Bradstreet Co. of Kansas City, Mo. 
Sheridan* (Sheridan)................. E. Lonabaugh 
Suandance* (Crook) .............-...0- Melvin Nichols 


PORTO RICO. 
SAN JUAN. 


A. F. ODLIN, Member of Bar of U. S. Supreme 
Court. Refers to any bank in Orlando or 
Tampa, Fila. 


PHILLIPPINE ISLANDS 
MANILA. 

BROOKS, MONTAGNE & BYERS. Practice in all 
Courts and Departments in the Phillippine Is- 
lands and the United States, in English and 
Spanish without Interpreters. Office —Calle de 
Anloague. Kefers to Nat'l] Bank of Nevada, 


San Francisco, California, U. S. A. Commis- 
sioner, Notary Public and Stenographer in 











office. (See card.) 
CANADA. 
BRITISH COLUMBIA. 

Cranbrook (Kootenay) .......-....-...- Send to Nelson 
Greenwood (Kootenay) ..-...-.-..-..-.- Send to Nelson 
Nanaimo (Nanaimo) ............-.-- Yarwood & ane 

Nelson (Kootenay)..-....-.-..-- Taylor & Hannin 

New over (Rochenaz) sppeecaoemenens Send to N 
New Westminster (Westminster). .... Howay & Reid 
Revelstoke (Kootenay) .......-.....--- Send to Nelson 
(K J) oc cccccsesccescces Send to Nelson 
Sandon (Kootenay) .............-.----- Send to Nelson 
Slocan City (Kootenay).........-..-.-- Send to Nelson 
Trail (Kootenay) .....-....-.---------- Send to Nelson 
Vancouver (Vancouver).............-..-. IL. H. Hallett 
aosoue Drake. Jackson & Helmcken 

MANITOBA. 
Br * D mpnconetecshandenetin H. L. —- 
hhartney (Winekester) occccccccccesecccces 
La Prairie* (PortageLaPrairie). ..E "Andon 
Refers to iosectal Bank of 
dtcentingindi on ip aeeen "Phippen & Tupper 
NEW BRUNSWICK. 

Fredericton kt) cccnccceccccvcese ARTHUR R. SLIPP 


(Yor 

Refers to The Bank of Nova Scotia and 

ple’s Bank of Nova Scotia. 
Moncton ( W estmoreland) .........-. Harvey Atkinson 
St. John* (St. John).....--.------- WELDON & McLEAN 
Solicitors in New Brunswick for The Bank of 
Montreal, Canadian Pacific Railway Co., Dominion 
Ex Co., Pullman Palace Car Corp., "Alexander 
Gibson & Sons (Ltd), Guardian Assurance Co., 
The Shore Line Railway Co., New Brunswick 


The Peo- 


Re 
‘oodstock* (Carleton) ........ Fisher & A. B. Connell 
ba Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia and People’s Bank 
of Halifax. 
NEW FOUNDLAND. 

St. Johns (St. Johns)..........-.+- ----Kent & Howley 
NORTH WEST paacyneen ee 
Caer thiberta Te a saaenaie Taylor = & Boyle 
_ OF.) cccccccccceccs aylor e 

Gintvots asiniboia Ter Haultai: & Robson 


sweceweese 


WrEitewood Uansinibois Ten. weer? James F. MacLean 
NOVA SCOTIA. 


Lunenburg)......... Send to Lun 
ser Rensburg aid toate 





the rr rial War and Admiralty ; 
ciwrs for the Merchants’ and Union 

Beaks of Halifax. Commercial, marine and 
meng, ph aah notaries. 


wae ow (Lunenb 
hesley. Re me to Halifax Banking Co. of 
which I am local solicitor. 
Mahone Bay (Lunenburg) .... .... Send to Lunenburg 
New Glasgow (Picton)....Fraser, Jennison & Graham 
Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia. 


Parrsboro (Cumberland) ....... eoeeee Geode’ C. 8. Muir 
South Brook field* (Queens)....... Crofton U. McLeod 
Springhill (Cumberiand) ...... Send to Amherst, N. 8. 
Stellarton (Picton).............. Send to New G 
Sydney* (Cape Breton)........... -A.J.G, MacEchen 
Truro* (Colchester) .. ........... Longworth & Layton 
Westville (Picton) .............. Send to New Glas 


Yarmouth* (Yarmouth)...... Sandford H. Pelton, Q.C 
Boston Marine Bldg. Refers to Bank of Yarmouth 
and Exchange Bank of Yarmouth 






ONTARIO, 
Dasha” GOs ccinceticediccdcceccqnsesss Donald Ross 
Belleville* (Hastings -. William N. Ponton 
Chatham* (Kent).... Wilson, at & Pike 
oe en J. Millican 


Solicitor for Imperial Bank of Canad 


Hamilton" fan ono dcocesenssoe Chisholm & Logie 
Kin Ry eee cis 

a Sensenks McDonagh & Coleridge 
Ottawa (Car 


MacCRAKEN. ’ HENDERSON & McGIVERIN. Barris- 
ters, Solicitors, etc. Supreme Court and De- 
ental Agents. Refer to Bank of Ottawa. 
McLAURIN & MILLAR (G. McLaurin, LL.B. ; 
dane Millar), 19 Elgin st Barristers, Solicitors, 
Notaries, eto. References: Bank of Neg 
Donerth GERD 6ncdins cadcdc cccccacescenss S. Haye 
St. Catharines* , Renee a esstousdes Galtier & Barson 
Oe OLA Gai trad Bank Build _— 
ers ‘ing. i 
= a —. F oe, E. Gao 
Manage Guyas io, Toronto. 
LAIDLAW. K MAPPELE & ieMNELL Cl (William Laid- 
law, Q.C., George Kappele, James Bicknell, 
James W. Bain, Charles Kappele ) —— 
Bank Bidg. Solicitors for imperial Ban 


Canada. 
—, & et. (R. 7 Neville, C. W. Bell), 
King st., Wes Barristers, Soli 
Notaries Public, (omuintnmee “for Ontario, 
Quebec and Manitoba ; Canadian Solicitors for 
Pablishers Commercial Union, New York & 
Chicago; Merchants’ Association, N. Y.; 
International Coilection Association, Western 
Bowsgener Union, American Newspaper Put. 
tion, Yukon Mining Co. and National 

yoy Agency. 

Windsor* (Essex 


oubers 
TownshipsB’k at was 
mOnTERAL? ¢ (Montreal) 
MARTIN HONAN, 12 Place d’armes. iy td to ~~ 
le's Bank of Halifax, Quebec, and Garand 


Danville a 
Refers 


‘erroux, kers, Montreal ; 7 = AN 
proprietor of St. Lawrence Hall, M on 
Quebec" (Q (Quebec Dist.) .....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 





MEXICO. 


MEXICO 
AGHAMON Te & AUSTIN, (C. H. M. Y. Agramon 

F. J. Austin E.) P.v. Bee ee. 

Tomuand to og law in the courts of Mexico 

and United States. Specialties: International 

law. de ent business, land, patent and 

mining examinations of titles. concessions. 

Collections. Refer to American Surety Bank, 

Banco Nacional and U. 8. Consul. 





ENCLAND. 
LONDON (Middlesex) 
Jno. Burke Hendry, 7 New Square, Lincolns Inn 
& Mores Passage (opp. Law Courts) Carey st. 


vane © FRANCE. 


LEOPOLD GOIRAND, French Attorney. Ig 16 
Place Vendome. Author of Treatise 
aren Mercantile Law and Practice of Dente, 

ges, price $5.00, post free. Baker, Voor- 
ped & POs. publishers, New York; Stevens & 
Sons, London, publishers. 


JAPAN. 


OKOHAMA. 
GEORGE H. SCIDMORE, Counsellor at Law. 














Of Hawley & Carey, 


24 Sanford Bldg, _ BRIDGEPORT, CON, 
COMMERCIAL, PROBATE AND CORPORA TION 
LAW A SPECIALTY 
All matters g' ven prompt vigorous attention, 
References :—Connecticut Nat. Bank; Marsh, 
Lemmon, Bankers, bridgeport, Conn. 
EWBERRY, ELLSWORTH & 
Leslie W. Newberry. 
Ernest B. Ellsworth. GOOD; 
Richard J. Goodman. MAN, 
HARTFORD, Cony, 
First National Bank Building, (Rooms 73 to 75.) 


50 State Street, 
General Practice in State and Federal Courts. 
Collection Department giving p omptand careful 


Merwin & 





lattention 


Depositions taken before FrebertcK W. FULLER, Notary 
Public, (Room 11), 756 Main Street. 
References :—Hartford National Bank; Joln M. Taylor, 


Vice-President Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance Co. 


Connecticut Trust & Safe Deposit Co.; First Natioval Bank’ 
all of Hartford, and Baird & Warner, Real E state, C ‘Cileage, 


FREDERICK G. EBERLE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
(Formerly Prosecuting Attorney.) 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS. 


813 Main &t. (Op.City Hall) HARTFORD, CONK, 





REFERENCES BY REQUEST. 
E. 4. MERRIMAN, 


Attorney at Law, 





General Law Practicc. MERIDEN, CONK. 





._ § Home National Bank, Meriden. 
References :—} \eriden Savings Bank, Meriden. 


WM. J. COUGHLIN, Jr, 


Attorney at Law, 





MIDDLETOWN, - CONNECTICUT. 


Collections and Commercial Law a Specialty. 


SAMUEL E. HOYT, 


Attorney at Law, 
COLLECIIONS PROMPTLY MADE. 
42 Church Street, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 








References : — First National Bank, New Haven; 
Haven County Nat. Bank, New Haven. 


Send New Haven Collections 
to 
WALTER POND, 
Lawyer, 


New 





69 Church Street, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 


]{OMER H. SHEPARD, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 





Glebe Building, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 





Commercial Law and Collections a Specialty. 


B. F. GAFFNEY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
*  @ENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 
No. 338 Main St,, NEW BRITAIN, CONN. 
Rooms 2 and 4 Stanley Buflding. 


Mechanics’ National Bank. 
References: { Noy Britain National Bank. 
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THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 














NEW YORK, ConTinuED, 


ICHAEL T. DOWNES, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 


WALLINGFORD. CONN, 
_.PROSECU TING A TTORNEY FOR CiTY.. 





s for prose c ecuting claims in all sections of 


pons of tall 
oe _First National Bank ; Dime Savings Bank ; 
plage Hubbard, Es x Secretary of State. 


FREDERICK PE ‘A SLE Y, 


Attorney at Law, 
31 and 32 Post Office Building, 
WATERBURY, CONN. 
General Law Practice in State and Federal Courts. 
commercial Law and Bankruptcy Practice a enemnentinds 


———— 
DELA WARE. 


ILLIAM S. PRICKE TT. 


Attorney at Law, 








23 EQUITABLE BUILDING, 
Market Street, WILMINGTON, DEL. 





Equitable Guarantee & Trust Co.; Union 
Wm. B. Shaip &Co.; Chas. Warner Co 


References : 


— Bank ; 





yu LIAM F. SMALLE Y, 


Attorney at Law, 
BUILDING, 
WILMIAGTON, DEL. 


Delaware Charters Secured. 
Agent for Non-Residents and Corporations. 
Reference :—National Bank of Delaware. 





EQUITABLE 
oh and Market Sts., 














ILLINOIS. 


JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 

Fleer 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO, 

Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 

Corporation and Commercial Law and Col- 
lections a Specialty. 

Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 

Notary Public, Room 188 Security Bidg, 188 Madison st. 











MASSACHUSETTS. 


VM. J. OCONNOR, 












Counselor at Law, 





MARBLE BLOCK, HOLYOKE, MASS. 











Reference :—Any National Bank in City. 


(HAS. E. HOAG, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 

Long Distance Telephone, Springfield 845-3. 

Refer to Springfield Safe » Deposit & Trust Co.; Second 

National Bank; Chicopee N: tional Bank; City National 


k, ‘r sny other bank, or reputable “pusiness house. 
Counsel . or the Title, Research & Credit Co. ; ; Notary in the 











NOTARY 
PUBLIC. 










Leus FREDERICK WHITMAN 


Counselor at Law, 
Court Square Theatre Building. 


SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 
EDWARD J. TIERNEY, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 





Reom 1, Gowdy Block, WESTFIELD, MASS, 





References :—First National Bank, Westfield 


Any business ho: se or bank. 
RICE, KING & RICE, 


Counselors at Law, 
19 Pearl Street, Ww ORCESTER, MASS. 


Mass. ; 


Practice tn Stat and U nitea | States C ute 
No artes ; Type-Write a io Oftic tions Take”. 
Comuy retal Litigatioa: Insurance, Corporation aad Rall- 
road Law. 
Provat aod [nsolve-cv Cases. Trusts and 7 ties. 
Co lr we jon Deparunent Thorovghiy Eq for Prompt 
ork. 
Ri. fer to any Baek or Business House in Worcester. 





JOHN J. HOPPIN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


160 Market Street, NEWARK, WN. J. 


COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY ATTENDED TO. 
f American Surety Co , Newark. 

References < Essex County National Kank, Newark. 
(Skipper & Ten Eyck, Attorneys *, Newark. 


WALTER P. LINDSLEY, 


Attorney at Law, 
Lawyers’ Building, 164 Market Street, 
NEWARK, N. J. 
Collections. 
Merchants’ National Bank, Newark. 


D. H. Dunham, Pres. Fi: emen’s ins, Co. New’k 
Judge Frederic Adams, Newark 


WARREN DIXON, 


Counselor at Law. 
Davidson Building, 259 Washington Street. 
TELEPHONE: 156JeRszry. JERSEY CITY, N. J. 
PRACTICE IN ALL THE COURTS. 
COLLECTIONS RECEIVE MY PERSONAL ATTENTION 


References :—Hudson County } National Bank ; Commer- 
cial Trust Co. of New Jersey. 


NOTARY. 


References - 











MISSISSIPPI. 
CHAS. SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. 





MISSISSIPPI. 


Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn.; 
Hanover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Court Jolges of i Milestestpgl 


| NEW JERSEY. 
JOHN G. HORNER, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 


111 Market Street, CAMDEN, N. J. 
Telephone, 4. 





Practices in all Courts of N New Jersy: Acts as resie 
dent agent for New Jersey Corporations ; 
General Corporation Werk ; Notary Public. 

Reference :—Security Trust Co., Camden N. J. 


JOHN O. WILSON, 


Counselor ai Law, 
Long Distance Telephone, “* No. 384 A.” 
211 Market Street, CAMDEN, N. J. 


Collections, Corporation and Commercia! Law. 


Acts as representative of Non-Resident New Jersey Cor- 
porations. 


References Security Trust Co,; West Jersey Title & 
Guarantee Cu. ; New Jersey Trust « Safe Deposit Co. 


CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, 


Rooms 56 and 57 Dix Building, 
208 and 210 Broad f treet, 
ELIZABETH, 8.J. 


Cee... 2 ttt Ef 2 oe Be Ve 


DOUGLAS D. T. STORY, 


Attorney at Law, 
SOLICITOR AND MASTER IN CHANCERY. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
66 te GS Montgomery St., JERSEY CITY, N.J 


. § Hudeon County National Bank, Jersey City. 
References : { Gilson, Collins & Co., Lamber, Jersey City. 

















JOHN McKEAN, 
Counselor at Law 


SPRINGFIELD, MASS, 


SELM STREET, 


ENNIS B. RYAN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
1 Mentgomery Sireet, JERSEY CITY, N.J. 


Commissioner for State of New York. 
Master in Chancery. 
Notary Public. 


Collections made in all parts « of New Jersey. 





Love Distanor TELEPAONR, 291-14. 


YJ ZLIAM ADGATE LORD, 


Attorney at Law, 


National Bank Building, ORANGE, N. J. 





Reference :—Orange National Bank. 


E:RWIN E. MARSHALL, 


Counselor at Law, 
TRENTON, N. J. 





137 East State Street, 





References :—Trenton Trust & Safe Deposit Co.; Tren 


ton Gas & Electric Co. 
SAMUEL C. KULP, 


Attorney at Law, 
SOLICITOR IN CHANCERY. 


REAL ESTATE LAW. COLLECTIONS. 
111 E. State Street, TRENTON, N. J. 





Act as Agent for Non-Kesident Corporations. 
Reference :—Trenton Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 








NEW YORK. 
Telephone 3079 Cortland. 


A BRAHAM GOLDFARB, 


Atsorney and Counselor at Law, 


87 Nassau Sireet, 
Manhattan Boreugh. 





NEW YORK. 


References :—Oriental Bank; M. Bou, 

307-309 East 59h Street ; 8. Christiansen, 38 

M. Phillips & Son, Shirt Manufacturers, 24-26 Whi e Street; 
. Cohn & Co.,( ak Manufacturers, 10i Bleecker Street; 

‘All of New York City. Surrogates Practice a Specialty. 


Fur Dresser, 
est 220 Street ; 





CHARLES EVERETT NEIER. 
THOMAS ABBOTT MCKENNELL. 
WILLIAM O. GANTZ. 


TELEPHONE, 2555 Broap. 


WILLIAM C. MAINS, 


ANTZ, NEIER & MtKENNELL, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


52 BROADWAY, NEW YORK. 
Mt. Vernon Office: Lucas Building. 


Reference : Knickerbocker Trust Co. ; Eaton & Mains, N.¥ 


ERCY L. KLOCK, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
149 Broadway, NEW YORK. 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. 
NOTARY IN OFFICE 








Reference :—Any bank in Jersey City. 


References :—Nat. Park 214 Broedwag: Edward 
Smith & Co., Man Flower & Co., 
Bankers, 45 "Broadw : ROA. Lancaster & Sons, Sons, Bankers, 
10 Wall ; All of ‘ew York. 
















































THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 











An Every-day Branch of Evidence Codified. 








LOW OF 


By 


EXPERT AND OPINION EVIDENR 


REDUCED TO RULES, 


JOHN D. LAWSON, LL. D. 
Second Edition Revised, Enlarged and brought down to date. 


The rules, as framed in the first edition, have stood the test of jadicial examination. In this edition at the gj 
of each rule will be found the cases in the courts of last resort, in which the rule has been approved or folloy, 
The rules therefore are now not merely the opinions of the author, but are the judgments of 





titled to be cited as authority in any tribunal. 


The usefulness and practical utility of the book will commend_it to every trial lawyer. 








\\ > 








~ 
c 





; One Large Volume, $6.00 net ; or $6.25 Delivered. 
T. H. FLOOD & GO., Publishers, 179: Monroe Street, Ghicago, Iii, 





NEW YORK, conrinuep. 


POWELL & CADY, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
306 Breadway, NEW YORK. 
67 St. James Place, Breoklyn, N.Y. City. 


Practice in State and Federal Courts. 


HE WM. F. ALGER 


COLLECTING COMPANY, 
76 and 78 Park Place. 
DONIHEE & DONIHEE BROS., 
Attorneys and Counsel. NEW YORK. 


COLLECTIONS MADE EVERYWHERE THROUGH 
RELIABLE ATTORNEYS. 











way; M.Q Sianiey, Wholesale Drageist Sundrice, 7 Pork 
; M. a a 

Place; New York City; Bank of Gouverneur, Gouverneur, 

N.Y. ; Siegel, Cooper & Co., Bankers, 18th St. and 6th Aves. 


WILLIAM E. GOWDEY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


13-21 Park Rew, 
PARK ROW BUILDING, 
PHONE : 3681 CORTLAND. 





NEW YORK. 
NoTarRY. 





COLLECTIONS AND GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 





PENNSYLVANIA. 
W. S. SYKES, 


Attorney at Law, 
CHESTER, - - - PENNSYLVANIA. 


Collections and Commercial Litigation my 
Specialty. 


References :— Chester National Bank and First National 


FLDWIN T. STEARNS, 


Attorney at Law, 


COLLECTIONS. COMMERCIAL LAW. 
CORPORATION LAW. 
929 Chestnut St., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


References :—Commonwealth Title 
White, M. 








Insurance & Trust 
Co.; J. William - D., Rittenhouse Square, Phila. ; 
Jobn Borden & Bro., 637 N. 19th Street, eer: 





LEO. G. BERNHEIMER, 


Attorney at Law, 


304 306 City Trust Building, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
Collections receive my prompt personal attention. 
Remittances made day claim Is paid. 


All mattera rted on tly. 
References cn appiicetiga. — 





KELL & HAINES, 


Attorneys at Law, 
JOBN F. ESLL. 
1011 Chestuut St., 


CHAS. F. HAINES. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


; Retrenese :—Fidelity Insurance, Trust & Safe Deposi 
30.5 > . 


o ey, Sup't Bradstreet’s ; Commonwealth 


; Geo 
Title Ineurance & Trust Co.; Hall Bros. & Wood, 54 and 
Lancaster Ave., all of Philadelphia. 


THOS. S. DONOHUGH, 


Attorney at Law, 
513-514 MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE BUILDING, 
1001 Chestnut St., PHILADELPSIA, PA. 
Collections receive prompt personal attention. 
:—The Heal Hecate Title Insurance 


References Trust 
; Payne & Co.; Dorset Mountain Marble Co. ; 


Lafayette Soap Stone Co.; Hamilton tron Works; Paxson 
& Comfort Co. of Philadelphia. 


|V#ZLING JON J. SNYDER, 
Attorney at Law, 
Telephone, “* No. 355-42-A.” 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Collections promptly attended to. 


« References +n Fret, Safe Deposit & Surety Co.; P- 
Beaston nm oodiand Ave.; Louis Sommers, 1245 








Room 43. 
9239 Chestnut Street, 











YALL] i iM \\ Woes ‘ 
Silt et Se 


Che Franklin 


Srawparo Visia.e. 





Combines all the requisites for an up- 
to-date writing machine, visible writing, 
at alignment, simplicity and dura- 

ility. It has few equals and no super- 


ior. Catalogues on application. 


Inter-State Typewriter Company 
293-295 Broadway, 





NEW YORK CITY. 





e courts, and are «, al 
RELIEF AT LAST 


ANew Tured-up Point Pen, i 


ET ERBROOK' 


FLYER, No. 531. 


~— 


Writes Especially Smooth and Easy, 


CAN’T SCRATCH. 
A MIRACLE OF DELIGHT. 


This is as different in its act. 
ion from pens used forty years 
ago as light is from darkness— 
when once used it will be al 
ways used. 


No one can afford to be with 
out this luxury. 


Price, $1.00 per Gross, 
Including Postage. 


If your stationer cannot furn- 
ish them, write direct to 


THE ESTERBROOK STEEL PEN CO. 


26 John Street, New York. 


